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GDA Reporting Subcommittee

Membership: 

• Mark Meade (Chair), Chad Baker, Tony LaVoi, Felicia Retiz, Cy Smith, Tim Trainor 

Subcommittee Role:

• Work with FGDC OS staff & NGAC leadership to plan and coordinate NGAC’s 
submission of comments as part of the GDA reporting process

• Identify areas of focus for NGAC review and assess the utility of the reports 

• Collect/synthesize NGAC’s comments on the GDA reports

• Document and communicate lessons learned and recommendations for 
improving the process for future reports.



FY 2021 GDA Annual Reports – Status

• FGDC agencies used common criteria, reporting templates, and processes –
including agency self-assessments of performance – to complete the 2021 GDA 
annual reports

• All 2021 annual reports completed and posted on FGDC website, along with 
covered agency and NGDA dashboards 

• FGDC submitted Summary of FY 2021 GDA Annual Reports to NGAC for review 
and comment on March 1, 2022

• NGAC GDA Reporting Subcommittee requested comments from NGAC 
members, met with FGDC team, and compiled consolidated set of NGAC 
comments
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FGDC Responses to 2020 NGAC Comments – Summary 

• NGAC comments were included in the        

FY 2020 GDA Report to Congress

• FGDC discussed NGAC comments with 

GDA working group and NGDA Theme 

leads

• FGDC team has reviewed NGAC 

comments on multiple occasions as        

FY 2021 GDA reports were developed

• FGDC team documented responses to 

NGAC comments in spreadsheet 

distributed to NGAC GDA subcommittee
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2021 GDA Summary Report

16 Covered Agency 

Annual Reports

18 NGDA Data Theme 

Annual Reports

Includes links to:
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2021 GDA Summary Report

Includes:
Summary of Covered Agency Evaluations Summary of NGDA Data Theme Evaluations

16 Covered Agencies reporting on 13 GDA 

requirements

18 NGDA Data Themes (including 174 underlying NGDA 

datasets) reporting on 4 multi-part GDA requirements



7

2021 GDA Summary Report

Includes links to Covered Agency & Lead Covered Agency Dashboards:
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2022 GDA Audits

• Covered Agency Inspectors General are conducting biennial 

audits of agency compliance with GDA requirements

• FGDC staff has coordinated with Inspectors General council 

(CIGIE) to provide information on GDA reporting approach

• Key points:
• CIGIE has indicated that standards will be a focus area for the 2022 

audits

• Each agency IG has discretion in determining focus of audit

• Target date for completion of audits is October 2022



2021 GDA Report - NGAC Comments
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Focus areas for NGAC comments on 2021 GDA Report Summary:

1. Positive elements
- What was successful in the initial GDA report summary?

2. Areas needing improvement
- What areas need improvement?

3. Recommendations for future reports

- What can FGDC do to improve future versions of the GDA annual report 
summaries?

NGAC members provided high-level comments, under the 3 focus areas 
above, to the GDA Reporting Subcommittee



NGAC Review & Comment
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Positive Elements

• Changes to GDA Reporting

- It is helpful to have a new section discussing the changes to GDA reporting that also 
discusses the comments provided by the NGAC.

• Summary of Results

- Table 1 provides a good summary of agencies and their NGDA responsibilities. 

- It is helpful that the dashboard indicated whether the self-assessment in the current 
year is higher or lower than the previous year.

- The summary mode of the dashboard was very helpful. 

• Self-Assessment Explanation Character Limits

- Agencies had the ability to provide more detailed responses given higher character 
limits for explanations to provide additional insights and details, which was a 
significant improvement from last year. 



NGAC Review & Comment
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Areas Needing Improvement

• Focus on Results, Rather than Process

- Future reports should begin with an Executive Summary rements, rather than a 
description of the reporting process. 

- Sections 1.1 through 1.4 should be an appendix to the report, rather than part of the 
report itself.

• Greater Clarity and Documentation for Self-Assessment Approaches

- More work should be put into determining and describing how to assess progress 
toward “Making Progress”. It would be helpful to understand the tangible measures 
that lead to this rating. 

- The results in Table 2 and Table 3 should be expanded upon by descriptive or 
summary information discussing progress. The report should include highlights of 
achievements, progress toward goals, and deficiencies reported out by agencies with 
related explanations. 



NGAC Review & Comment
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Areas Needing Improvement

• Reporting Agencies

- Additional agencies with geospatial responsibilities, such as the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), should be included in the reporting requirements as both a 
Covered Agency and Lead Covered Agency. 



NGAC Review & Comment
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Recommendations for Future Reports

• Greater Explanation for Rating Changes and Progress Made

- More information needs to be shared regarding efforts that failed in the last report and continue 
to fail in this report. If possible, a cause should be identified. 

- When a minus is indicated on the dashboard, an explanation should be included if the dataset 
went from Meets Expectations to Progress Made. 

- Add key challenges for the Covered Agencies whose reporting fails to meet expectations for 
specific requirements as shown in Table 2. By doing this, this report section could be used to 
identify areas where agencies need some level of assistance to meet expectations. 

- Key successes resulting from the GDA should be added. For example: "Agency X has been able to 
make dataset Y available to the public, which has been downloaded Z times in the past year." 

- It should be made clear in the report whether agencies made further progress toward achieving 
GDA goals.

- More information should be shared about any identified specific efforts that more than meet 
expectations. 



NGAC Review & Comment
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Recommendations for Future Reports

• Ordering Tables by Responsibility

- Table 1 and Table 2 should be ordered by level of responsibility, rather than 
alphabetical by agency. Organization by level of responsibility could be done by 
organizing the table by the totals of theme leads and number of datasets they are 
responsible for in descending order. 

• Common Survey Instrument 
- We suggest exploring the use of other technologies that may be more applicable to 

this specific use case in lieu of Survey123. 

• NGAC Commenting Process
- NGAC members should read the individual agency reports, which provide helpful 

context. The summary reports alone do not give enough context to allow sufficient 
insight, especially on elements on which an agency reports that it is making progress. 
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GDA Reporting – Next Steps

NGAC:
• Action: NGAC approval of NGAC comments on 2021 GDA Report Summary
• Action: In 2022, the subcommittee will review and provide comments on 

the individual covered agency and National Geospatial Data Asset (NGDA) 
Data Theme annual reports

FGDC:
• Review and address NGAC comments on 2021 report
• Develop plan & timeline for FY 2022 reports and biennial GDA Report to 

Congress
• Coordinate with IG offices on 2022 audits 


