Checklist For Endorsement Review of A Standard Prior to Final Endorsement (Step 10)

Final draft National Vegetation Classification Standard, Version 2.0
Monday, November 05, 2007

1. Evaluate the following parts of the standard: 

Title: Does the title clearly and adequately describe the project? 
Yes.
Title page: Does the title page conform to the FGDC format
?
Identify the document as “Final Draft” and change the date to “October 2007.”  

Table of contents: Is there a table of contents and does it correctly identify the contents? 
Insert “Page” (flush right) on top of p. 4.

While the table of contents was automatically generated for the text, it was not automatically generated for the tables and figures.  This led to errors in page numbering: for example, Figure 2.1 is listed as being on p. 19 in the table of contents, whereas it is on p. 18. Recommend automatic page numbering for figures and tables.
Introductory material 

In the introduction, please add that President Bush has amended Executive Order 12906.  For more information visit Executive Order, http://www.fgdc.gov/policyandplanning/executive_order
Objectives: Is the purpose of the standard clearly stated?
Yes.
 Scope: Is the scope clearly defined? Is it clear what is within and not within the scope of the standard? 
Yes.
Applicability and intended uses of standard: Is it clear who should use the standard and for what applications? 
Yes.
Description of relationship to existing standards if applicable: If there are related standards, are they identified and the relationship explained? 
Yes.
Description of the development process: Is there a brief description that adequately describes the process by which the standard was developed? Is the basis for the standard identified, for example is this an existing standard, a modification of an existing standard or a new standard?
Yes. 

Identification of participants: Are the participating organizations identified? Individual names may or may not be included in the draft. 
Yes.
Maintenance of the Standard: Is the maintenance authority for the standard identified? If a maintenance strategy is described, is it understandable, reasonable, and does it follow FGDC process guidelines? 
Yes.
Body of the standard: Is the standard clearly organized and presented in an understandable manner? Does the Standard follow format guidelines in the FGDC Standards Reference Model? 

Identify the document as “final draft” and change the date to “October 2007” in the headers.
References: Is there a reference section and does it conform to FGDC format requirements? 
Yes.
Appendices/Annexes: Is it clear whether these informative (not part of what is being standardized) or normative (part of what is being standardized)? 
Yes.
2. Are there any editorial corrections required?

See recommended changes in item 1 of this checklist.  Also, reformat the table in Appendix G so that it fits within the margins: if necessary, change the page setup for this section to landscape.
3. Does the Standard reflect the requirements of the original proposal?

Yes.  This draft standard encompasses two registered FGDC standards projects (now discontinued): National Standards for the Floristic Levels of Vegetation Classification in the United States: Associations and Alliances and Revisions to the National Standards for the Physiognomic Levels of Vegetation Classification in the United States.
4. Is the standard independent of existing technology?
Yes.
5. Can the standard be implemented with known technology?
Yes.
6. Are there other similar standards available or are there other related standards development efforts going on? 
Yes, see Section 1.5 of  the standard.

If so, are there overlap issues that need to be resolved, or is there a need to coordinate with other standards projects?

Additional coordination is needed at the international level, according to Section 1.5 of the standard.
7. Was the public review based on a broad cross-section of users?
Yes.
8. In revising the standard, was the development group responsive to the comments received during the public review period?
Yes.
9. Are there any questions that need to be answered or clarifications required before endorsement?

Make recommended editorial changes.
10. Do you approve forwarding this to the Coordination Group with a recommendation for endorsement as an FGDC standard? Explain reason for approval or disapproval.

Yes, pending completion of recommended editorial changes.  The December 2007 FGDC Coordination Group meeting is scheduled for Tuesday the 4th.   To get on the agenda, a draft NVCS Version 2.0 with changes implmented will have to be submitted to me by COB Monday, November 19.
� As specified  in FGDC Directive #6, Formatting FGDC Standards Documents, � HYPERLINK "http://www.fgdc.gov/standards/process/standards-directives/Directive6/index_html" ��http://www.fgdc.gov/standards/process/standards-directives/Directive6/index_html�
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