
Review of FGDC standards program of work 
1. What's the problem (issue) that the standard is trying to address? Metadata elements essential to shoreline data collection.
2. What are the complementary standards (voluntary or accepted) that support this standard?

a.  If the standard refers to other standards, have the referenced standards changed in a way that requires changes to this standard?

b. Since this standard was adopted or last reviewed, have new standards been adopted elsewhere that should be referenced in this standard?

FGDC CSDGM and the draft Shoreline Data Content Standard
3. What standard(s) does this FGDC standard support? 

4. Are the standards in active use? Yes; but I don’t have a good handle on who is using it.
5. Is the standard a 'Government Unique Standard’?  it is applicable to anyone documenting shoreline data 
a. If so, has it been examined to see if Voluntary Consensus Standards might now be in place? 
i. If a corresponding Voluntary Consensus Standard exists, should the Consensus standard be considered for adoption to replace the existing standard? 

ii. If a corresponding Voluntary Consensus Standard does not exist, should this standard be moved to a national standard?

b. Is it appropriate to remain in FGDC?  Why or why not? If it’s being used, I don’t know why it would matter if it’s FGDC or ANSI or ISO.
6. Who are the important stakeholders that need input into the review of this standard?  I can get you some names of people in NOAA and ACOE that should be on the review team.
a. Which Federal agencies in addition to the agency with maintenance authority should the review committee include?
b. Which non-Federal agencies should the review committee include?
7. Are there editorial errors that you are aware of since this FGDC standard was endorsed? no

8. Are there technical errors or technical changes that you are aware since this FGDC standard was endorsed? No, not that I am aware of.
Based on your answers to the above, the sponsor team recommends the following: 


1. The standard should be reissued with no modifications. 
Justification: 
The Subcommittee  on Marine and Coastal Data will review the North American Profile of ISO 19115:2003, Geographic information – Metadata  and the National Shoreline Data Content Standard to determine if the Metadata Profile for Shoreline Data requires any changes to harmonize with these two standards.
2. The standard should be revised. 
Justification:
 
Specifically: 


3. The standard should be changed. 
Justification: 

Specific areas of concern: 


4. The standard should be withdrawn. 
Justification:
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