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 Review  of selection process? 

 Comparison of software features sent out 9/24/12 
 Proposal selection  
 (UM GOMA Catalog of Monitoring Programs vs. USF Water Atlas) 

 Design 

 Infrastructure 

 Experience with web interface, web-enabled db, and GIS 

 Continuity 

 Dedicated Staff 
 

 



Summary of Responses to Monitoring Catalog 
workgroup “Statement of Needs” 



 Clarifications  

 If USF, whether Catalog would be part of larger Atlas? 
 Would associating sites with waterbodies prolong the 

development  phase? 

 Database structure – dropdown or free text? 

 Selection of metadata for Catalog 
 Level of detail needed 
 

 Development of priorities & timeline for how to 
proceed 
 



 MC workgroup & FWRMC addressed any 
additional questions or issues that arose - June 
2012 Comments 
 

 MC workgroup teleconferences to develop 
recommendation for FWRMC - August 2012 
 

 FWRMC accepts recommendation, or requests 
additional fact-finding – October 2012 
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