Checklist for the Review of a Standards Proposal (Step 2)

National Standards and Quality Components for Wetlands and Deepwater Habitat Mapping

1. Evaluate the following parts of the proposal:

Title: Does the title clearly and adequately describe the project?

Quality components not explained in scope.
Date of Proposal: Is there a submission date? 
Yes, January 2006
Type of Standard: Is the type of standard identified? 


Yes, Classification Method Process Standard
Submitting organization: Is the submitting organization identified? 

Yes, Wetland Mapping Workgroup, within the FGDC Wetland Subcommittee

Point of Contact: Is a point of contact identified? 
Yes, Margarete Heber 

Objectives: Is the purpose clearly stated and is this an appropriate FGDC project? 

Yes.
Scope: Is the scope clearly defined and reasonable for this standard? 

Quality components not explained in scope.

Justification/benefits: Is there adequate justification for this project? 
Yes.
Development approach: Is the approach sound? 

Expand the acronym ACWM

Related Standards: If related standards or related standards projects exist, are there overlap issues that need to be resolved, or is there a need to coordinate with other standards projects? If an existing standard is being moved forward for adoption or is being modified for adoption, is the original standard identified?
Yes.

Development and completion schedule: Is schedule reasonable? 

Not addressed.   Expect first working draft (at least) in August 2006; delivery of committee draft to FGDC Standards Working Group in February 2007
Resources required: Does the proposal identify adequate resources to carry out the project? 

Can’t assess if in-kind contributions are adequate.

Potential participants: Are participants and lead organization identified? Is participation broadly based? 
Yes.
Other Targeted Authorization Bodies: Are targeted standards bodies appropriate for this standard. Where is the most appropriate place for development of the standard? 
FGDC is most appropriate place.
2. Is the standard independent of technology?
Yes.
3. Can the standard be implemented with known or future technology?
Yes.
4. Is the proposal presented in a clear and understandable way?
Yes.




5. Are there any questions that need to be answered or clarifications required before approval?
Please respond to the responses to other items in the checklist.
6. Do you approve of this standards proposal? Explain reason for approving or not approving project.

Yes, this is an important data theme, and is not only needed for wetlands, but also for vegetation.
7. If proposal is approved, which FGDC Subcommittee or Working Group should be assigned sponsorship of the project? If a new FGDC sponsor group is identified, please justify.
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