Federal Trail Data Standards (Draft)

Checklist For Pre-Public Review of A Standard Prior to Public Review (Step 6)


1. Evaluate the following parts of the standard: 

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

The title could be more descriptive of the content:  “The functional scope of the standard includes the definition of a core set of trail data attributes, corresponding values, and definitions.” (from Clause 1.2, Scope)

Title page: Does the title page conform to the FGDC format?
Yes.  However, change “Standards Development Group” to “Federal Interagency Council on Trails.”

On the FGDC information page, replace the last three lines with the following:

Internet (electronic mail): fgdc@fgdc.gov

World Wide Web: www.fgdc.gov
Table of contents: Is there a table of contents and does it correctly identify the contents? 
Provide a list of tables.   This requires assigning a number and title to each table.  Otherwise, the table of contents correctly identifies the contents.
Introductory material: 

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? 

It is clear what is in scope, but it is not evident what is outside scope.

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? 

There are apparently no pre-existing standards.

Description of the development process: Is there a brief description that adequately describes the process by which the standard was developed (including meetings held, participants, etc.)? Is the basis for the standard identified, for example is this an existing standard, a modification of an existing standard or a new standard? 

The standard is a new standard, “based on a provision in the January, 2001, Memorandum of Understanding for the Administration and Management of National Historic and National Scenic Trails.”
Identification of participants: Are the participating organizations identified? Individual names may or may not be included in the draft. 

Participating organizations (NPS, BLM, FWS, and USFS) are identified in Clause 1.1 of the standard.
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 guidelines? 

No.  According to Clause 2.5 of FGDC Standards Directive #9, Maintenance, http://www.fgdc.gov/standards/process/standards-directives/directive-09, the maintenance authority “shall be a permanent member of the Standards Working Group, dedicated and committed to the requirements outlined in this directive. This organization shall be a permanent entity with long-term stability, and not a committee, working group, or task force.”
Would this organization be the agency that chairs the Federal Interagency Council on Trails?

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?
Yes. Yes.
References: Is there a reference section and does it conform to FGDC format requirements? 

There is no reference section.
Appendices/Annexes: Is it clear whether these informative (not part of what is being standardized) or normative (part of what is being standardized)? 

No.  All appendices should be labeled as normative or informative.  This should be reflected in the table of contents and headers (refer to Clause 1.3, Headers, of FGDC Standards Directive #6, Formatting FGDC Standards Documents, http://www.fgdc.gov/standards/process/standards-directives/Directive6/index_html).
2. Are any editorial corrections required?

In addition to comments on checklist, refer to markup of draft.

3. Does the Standard reflect the requirements of the original proposal?

The draft standard does not appear to address data transfer and exchange.

4. Is the standard independent of technology?

Yes.
5. Can the standard be implemented with known or future technology?

Yes.
6. Are there other similar standards available or are there other related standards development efforts going on? If so, are there overlap issues that need to be resolved, or is there a need to coordinate with other standards projects?

No nationwide standards are available.

7. Are there any questions that need to be answered or clarifications required before approval?

It should be decided now which Federal agency should maintain the Federal Trails Data Standards following FGDC endorsement.  Please review FGDC Standards Directive #9, Maintenance, http://www.fgdc.gov/standards/process/standards-directives/directive-09, for responsibilities of the maintenance authority.
8. Do you approve release of this standard for public review? Explain reason for approving or not approving.

I would recommend releasing this standard for public review once the issue of which agency will serve as maintenance authority following FGDC endorsement is resolved.
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