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"TT1e SEP also advises the FBs and Forum on any
‘shortcomings of the proposal pool with respect to

- themes and challenges of the IODP Science Plan, and
makes suggestions for stimulating proposal pressure
in those areas (see also Forum chair’s report)



Possible destinations

618 |Add5 East Asia Margin Letter to FB
(Full3)
760 |Full SW Australia Margin Cretaceous Climate [Forward to JRFB/ excellent/co-chief nom.
770 |Add Kanto Asperity Project: Observatories Stays in HB
(Full3)
771 [Full2 Iberian Margin Paleoclimate External review
818 |[Full Brothers Arc Flux Revise ‘fast’ ?
834 [Full Agulhas-Transkei Transect Revise

Full Japan Trench Tsunamigenesis Revise
APL2 Creeping Gas Hydrate Slides HB
MDP2 DREAM: Mediterranean Salt Giant Stays in SEP: develop daughter proposals

Nankai Trough Temperature Limit Forward to CIB/ excellent/co-chief nom.

: Came back from external review
: Revised
: New




P# |Type Title Possible destinations
866 |[Pre |Japan Trench Paleoseismology Develop into Full
867 |pre |Red Sea Plio-Pleistocene Deactivate
868 [Full |Drake-Scotia paleoclimate Deactivate
869 |Pre [Pacific Meridional Overturning Circulation Deactivate
870 [Pre |Rio Grande Rise Origin Deactivate
871 [Pre |Lord Howe Rise Crustal Evolution Develop into Full
872 |Pre |Manus-Basin sulfide deposit Deactivate
873 [Pre |Drake Passage Plio-Pleistocene paleoceanography [Deactivate
874 |Pre |Neogene Newfoundland Sediment Drifts Develop into Full
875 |Pre |Brazilian Equatorial Margin Paleoceanography Develop into Full
~ 876 |Pre [Bend-Fault Serpentinization Develop into Full (send to CIB)
877 |Full [High-resolution Indian Monsoon Deactivate (Reject)
878 |CPP [South China Sea Rifting Holding Bin
879 [Full [Corinth Active Rift Development External review
880 |APL [Experiment: Drilling parameters for Lithology Revise
881 |[Pre [Sao Paulo Plateau magmatic system Deactivate
882 |Pre |Brazilian Equatorial Margin Tectonics Develop into Full
883 |Pre |Walvis Ridge Hotspot Deactivate
884 |CPP [Southern Australia Cretaceous Anoxia Revise



ey “Pmmubmitted for: 2015 April 1 deadline

i

Prpsl# [Type [Title Possible Destinations
730 Full2 |Sabine Bank Sea Level External review
771 Add Iberian Margin Paleoclimate JRFB: excellent
(Full2)
796 ADP |NADIR: Nice Amphibious Drilling |Revise
832 Full2 [Tasman Frontier subduction External review
834 Full2 |Agulhas-Transkei Transect External review
847 Full2 |Drake Passage paleoenvironment Deactivate
852 CPP |North Sea GlaciStore Revise
~_1857A |Full |DREAM: Deep-Surface ConnectionDeactivate
’878 Add [South China Sea Rifting scheduled
1879 Full |Corinth Active Rift Development [HB
885 Pre |Ulleung Basin Gas Hydrates Full
886 Pre |NW Pacific Bend-Fault Hydrology |Full
887 CPP |Gulf of Mexico Methane Hydrate |Revise
888 Full |Aleutian Basin Formation Revise
889 :),;EDP) HAITI-DRILL: Sliding-Doors Fault SyDeactivate ~Back from external review

: Revised

: New



- Proposal_Nutype

635

658

692

680

703

740

750

659
754

756

mber

Full3

Full2

Full

Full

Full

Full

Pre

Full

Full2

Pre

Pre

Pre2

APL2

The SEP recommends deactivation of the following dormant proposals (i.e., no proposal
activity within the previous five years), with the statement that proponents are encouraged tc
resubmit:

635-Full
658-Full
692-Full

title

Hydrate Ridge Observatory

North Atlantic Volcanism and Paleoclimate

Flemish Cap Rifted Margin

Bering Strait Climate Change
Costa Rica SeisCORK

Galicia Margin Rift History
Beringia Sea Level History
Newfoundland Rifted Margin
Norwegian Sea Silica Diagenesis
Arctic Ocean Exit Gateway

South Atlantic Bight Hydrogeology

Beaufort Sea Paleoceanography

North Atlantic Crustal Architecture

740-Full
750-Pre
659-Full

PI

Marta E. Torres
Sverre Planke
John R. Hopper
Sarah J. Fowell
Kevin Brown
Timothy J. Reston
Leonid Polyak
Donna J. Shillington
Richard Davies
Martin Jakobsson
Alicia Wilson

Matthew O'Regan

Masako Tominaga

754-Full2
756-Pre
761-Pre

Response

"Agree that this old proposal is obsolete and should probably be deactivated."8

8
No response
Responded once. (emails exchanged to track down PI's whereabout.) 8
"Need it active, now working to get NSF funding for new site survey" 7

"Want it active for now. Searching funding but stuck in. Would deactivate 7
when no chance confirmed. "

"Will submit a new pre-proposal as successor or revised version for next 7
October deadline"

7

6
No response
"Planning to submit a revision and change PI. Discussing with co-proponents" 6

No response

6
"Still good proposal. Started the discussion how to collect more site survey
data "
"Let's deactiate now. Will get restarted in one or two years for a new 6
proposal"

5
"Will discuss with co-proponents” (PI was at sea, found the message on
6/28)
"Withdraw P772. Will submit a new proposal in the future." 5

Years
from
their
last
submis
sion

753-Pre2
772-APL2

Deactivation is recommended so that proponents can update the science, objectives and

hypotheses, allowing resubmissions to remain competitive.

Since Sincel
Latest st

12

11

10
10
10

Years from their 1st submission

SHIP

JR

JR

JR

MSP

JR

JR

MSP

JR

JR

MSP

MSP

JR

JR
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= DoE fnot provide immediate understanding of
uhie: status of a site with respect to readiness;
=] ay send conflicting messages.

%"'E d., IS a 1Cd ready to drill? The “1” indicates
~ it’s presently viable, but the “d” indicates the
data cannot be reviewed.

— For the “2” class, what constitutes “substantial
items”?
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REviewProcedures:
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D ataiinag JJa he target adequately and there are no scientific concerns of
UHISItE10Ce thn and penetration.

)3 Datdiimage .‘ e target adequately but there are scientific concerns of drill
SILE L)r* On or penetration (e.g., faults, MTDs, missing sections, etc.).

ata ¢ b not image the target adequately (proponents may need to simply
= ;Je ocess data, or they may need to acquire new data).
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Objective: to develop the data package so that the proposal may be forwarded to the
Facility Board (FB)

' Data reviewed by SEP are sufficient to support the drilling effort

% and there are no further concerns
m

(ED'-'- @ Data reviewed by SEP are sufficient to support the drilling effort, but

O minor concerns require follow-up by proponents (specify in text)

o Data reviewed by SEP are insufficient to support the drilling effort, but
S oL @ other data are believed to exist; and/or data are not annotated or
c&g; organized sufficiently to fully review, or there are scientific concerns
c >0
5&) o @ Data reviewed by SEP are insufficient to support the drilling effort, and
:|C:) - additional data are not believed to exist

' No data have been reviewed by SEP

“Insufficient” indicates that the data package is not sufficient to convince the SEP that the scientific objectives can be
addressed. For example: 0 the data package may lack items that are fundamental to determining the correct site
location or target depth; 9 the data may be of insufficient resolution to demonstrate the existence of targeted strata;
9 the data may not demonstrate unequivocally that the proposed locations are correct (e.g. sites are not plotted
correctly or mismatches exist between navigation files and proposed locations); @ site locations are deemed to be
inadequate for addressing the objectives (e.g. missing critical sections, misinterpretations, science or safety concerns,
etc.).

“Minor concerns” may include missing items or questions that do not affect the assessment that drilling is warranted at
proposed sites, meaning the objectives can be met based on existing data despite the concerns. Examples include: Q
missing image files (e.g. bathymetry); Q minor issues with velocity that may slightly affect the proposed depth of
penetration; 9 minor navigation issues. These can be addressed while proposal resides at the FB.



s Datarformats for the guidelines

Digital Seismic SEG-Y
Images (Graphics) JPEG, GIF, TIFF, PDF, PNG
Tables PDF, ASCII/plain text, RTF, CSV
Video AVI, DV, MPEG, Quicktime movie (MOV)
Digital Maps NetCDF, ASCII XYZ, GMT GRD, ARC GRD, Fledermaus
SD or scene
Logging Data LAS, LIS, ASCII/plain text
Echosounder KEB, SEG-Y (suggest removing KEB)
~ Navigation CSV, ASCII/plain text, UKOOA, SEG-P1, MGD77
=

- Velocity ASCII/plain text, JPEG, GIF, TIFF, PDF, PNG

- » SEG-Y files - Should we require a table showing byte location of data?
Formats for digital maps; Are these too many? Should we allow Arc
Shapefiles?

Navigation data — should we restrict to decimal degrees? Reduce

number of formats?
Format for velocity (models? Semblance plots?)
Other issues?



Demo dataset

Site Summary Figure

» -1072°  -107° 1068 -1066" -10.64"
2 i i 8 . Proposal P771 Site SHACK-12A
, g - CMP (or SP) position of site on
SHACK-12A 1 £.4179 on Line JC83 . .
Wi r / Locaton T0.77 W, 37 591 N seismic data
o 3800
800 \

JCse-¢ Water depth: 4631 m/6.17 s

4000 SSDB location of graphics and supporting data:

Loqaﬁgnmap: SHACK-12A_site_sum_fig map.pdf . i
SHAGK.12A ke sum_ i [c89_ 21K CMP (or SP) position of site on
SHACK-12A_site_sum_fig_jc89 1.pdf

— map matches the position on
20 et s 150040 seismic data (both lines), site
Navigation data: summary form 2, and navigation

jc89_line2.xy & jc89 line1.xy

file. Crossing lines position
matches position of site.

Range, km

Map units are in decimal degrees
and match the navigation file.

Two-Way Travel Time, s

CMP position of site agrees with position
indicated on site summary form 2, and
navigation file.

Two-Way Trawel Time, s

4000 4200 4400 4600
CMP Number CMP Number

Interpretation
Dark blue - seabed Light blue — Mid Pleistocene  Yellow — Upper Pliocene Pink — base Pliocene
Blue - Upper Pleistocene Green - Lower Pleistocene Orange - base Upper Pliocene Dark green — Upper Miocene




o

Navigation file con.tains CMP, SP, latitude, and longitude. This must agree with information on
site summary form 2 and the map. Lon/Lat in decimal degrees. Navigation file must be available
for each seismic line and for the whole seismic lines

#CMP SHOT LAT LON

57 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001
58 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001
59 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001
60 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001
61 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001
62 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001
63 1 -41.5699005 24.3428001

Multibeam bathymetry file contains longitude. latitude, and water depth. Lon/Lat in decimal
degrees.
#LON LAT water depth
015.6970798 -37.1435637 -4724.000
015.6986643 -37.1448691 -4761.000
015.7003194 -37.1462325 -4780.000
015.7020374 -37.1476477 -4780.000
015.7040065 -37.1492696 -4727.000
_ 015.7054735 -37.1504780 -4742.000
. 0157066895 -37.1514795 -4794.000
~ | 015.7082587 -37.1527718 -4774.000
s 015.7097023 -37.1539607 -4767.000
o 015.7111460 -37.1551496 -4749.000

detailed map for each proposed site with

a) regional bathymetry,

b) measured multibeam bathymetry,
c) labelled seismic lines relevant for the proposed site,
d) marked CMPs (or SPs), which match the position on

seismic data, site summary form 2, and navigation file
. €) geological cores/samples , .

= map unit are in decimal degrees and match navigation file 24'48 25'00° 25'12
= scale for multibeam bathymetry and distance T T T T T 71T T T Tt m 0 10 km 20
size of map ca 30*30’




digital seismic data in IBM Float SGY format

* no gain applied!

« CMP and SP as header words, those must match values given on site summary
forms 2 and 6, maps and seismic images

« text header giving information on acquisition and processing status

« digital files should cover the whole seismic line, not just immediate vicinity of
proposed site; SEP may want to provide help in relocating the site, if necessary;
for this the whole profile is needed

CDP 102 194 286 378 470 562 854 746 838 930 1022 1114 1206 1298 1390 14B2 1574 1666 17568 185D 1942

SECAWE 46 198 230 322 414 506 998 690 7oz 874 966 1058 1150 1242 1334 1426 1518 1610 1702 1794 1886

SP 1 7]? 142 204 265 327 35|1 458 515 §73 633 EBE 746 803 859 9!3 968 1022 1076 1130 1183
. ! ! 1 1 1 ! : ) 1 ) f f h h

290

L

Summary TexlHeader lgin Header | Trare Henderl Trace anl Spectum |

Summmy'TegHeaderIgin Header | Trace Header | Trace Data | Spacirum | S 4. jpoPAMYe ALFRED NEGENER) INEUITOIE
C 2 AREA: Agulhas Plateau VES3EL: RV Petr Rottsov
Summary information C 3 LINE: awI-98018 PROJECT: SETARAP
------------------------------------------ c 4 S8TarRT:1998/01/21 15:02:00 LaT: 40 4's LON: 27 14'E
File C:\Usera\uenzel\plana\Agulhas Plateau drxilling\83DB_filea|c s =ND: 1558/01/21 22:39:00 LAT: 40 4'S LON: 26 24'E
v C & SOURCE: 2 GI-AIRGUN 1.4L SHOTINTERVAL: 10 8 = 25 M
SEG-Y File C 7 INSTRUMENT: EGEG GEOMETRICS MODEL: ES2420
C B8 SAMPLE INTERVAL: 1 M3 SAMPLE/TRACE: 6001
EBCDIC Text Header Encoding C S RECORDLENGTE: ¢ 3
C 10 RECORDING FORMAT: SEGD FORMAT OF REEL: SEGY 32 BIT IBMFL
Big Endian byte order c 11 ALIAS FILTER: 180 HZ NOTCH FILTER: OFF
C 12 RECEIVER: 56 CHANNEL STREAMER ACTIVE LENGTH: 2400 M
4 Traces : 2910 C 13 DISTANCE SOURCE-18tCHANNEL: 200M DISTANCE ANTENNA-SCURCE: 2%
# Trace Samples : 6000 C 14 HYDROPHONE GROUP SPACING: 25 M CDP SPACING: 25 M
Sample Format i | C 15 DATA SORTED BY CDP
: IBM rloat (32 bit) C 17 PROCESSING SEQUENCE:
Sample Interval (uS): 1000 c 18 1. DEMULTIFLEX
Time Length : 5999 c 15 2. EDITING
g c 20 3. CDP S3CRTING
Header PFirst trace Last trace c 21 4. SPHERICAL DIVERGENCE CCRRECTION
e 1 1775 c 2 €. NMO CORRECTION
CDP 57 2566 c 10. STACK
FEID 2 1780 c 11. TIME MIGRATION OMEGA_X)
c 12.
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