Review and Comments on the Sustainable Resources Data Working Group Proposal – Paul Geissler

USGS, January 30, 2001.

Members of the Coordination Group had five suggestions on the draft charter for the proposed Sustainable Resources Data Working Group. These suggestions, our response and a revised, draft charter are available on the draft Website for the Proposed Working Group ( http://www.mp2-pwrc.usgs.gov/brd/SFD.htm ).  The suggestions and our response is also summarized below.

FGDC Coordination Group: Rich Guldin and Paul Geissler made a presentation to the Federal Geographic Data Committee (FGDC) Coordination Group on January 9, requesting the formation of the Sustainable Resources Data Working Group (SRDWG ) (see minutes http://www.fgdc.gov/fgdc/coorwg/2001/cwgjan01.html).  The Coordination Group allowed two weeks for comments (due 1/26/1) and asked us to respond at their meeting on February 6, when they will decide on forming the SRDWG.  Members of the Coordination Group had five suggestions:

1.     We should refer to spatial data, as that is the focus of FGDC.

2.     We should stress that the data would be publicly available.

3.     There was concern about "sustainable resources" and it was suggested that we name the group "Sustainable Forest Data."  David Morehouse later provided written comments, suggesting "Biome Data Working Group," and expressing concern that "sustainable resources" was too broad and that "sustainable" could be misconstrued.  Another did not want to limit our focus (http://www.mp2-pwrc.usgs.gov/brd/SFDcomments.htm#Morehouse).

4.     It was suggested that the Sample Inventory and Monitoring of Natural Resources and the Environment (SIMNRE) Working Group be merged with our group, as it has been inactive recently and is similar.

5.     Carl Zulick suggested that agencies adopt the C&I for GPRA reporting as the Forest Service has done (http://www.mp2-pwrc.usgs.gov/brd/SFDcomments.htm#Zulick).

Response to Charter Changes Suggested by the FGDC Coordination Group

Changes are marked on the draft (http://www.mp2-pwrc.usgs.gov/brd/SFDcharter.htm).

1.     Sections I (Purpose) and II (Scope) were changed to refer to spatial data.

2.     "All data should be publicly available in as useful a format as possible." was added to section V-C (Responsibility).

3.     The point is well taken that we may be judged solely by our name.  However, sustainability is an essential part of our mission and should be in our name to communicate our mission.  We do not think it would be too controversial.  Resources may be too broad, and our initial focus will be on forest data.  Other roundtables exist and it would be presumptuous of us to try to represent them.  We decided to change our name to Sustainable Forest Data Working Group, with the expectation that the other roundtables would separately partition the FGDC for working group status.  Section I (Purpose) and II (Scope) were also changed.

4.     Because of the similarity of mission and membership, we would welcome the merger with SIMNRE, but note that SIMNRE had a broader scope that would not be included.

5.     Common criteria for GPRA reporting based on the C&I has many advantages, but we think that the usefulness and advantages of the C&I should be demonstrated before suggesting that agencies change their GPRA reporting, because it would involve a major change for the agencies.
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