Quality Assurance (QA) Summary Template for
XXXXXX Dataset
(To be used starting Oct. 1, 2015)


	Research Effort Title: Gulf of Mexico Hypoxia

	Date: 09/28/2016


	QAPP Title/Version #/Approval Date: Gulf of Mexico Quality Assurance Project Plan 2007-2010 by Richard Greene, Gulf Ecology Division (GED). Approved on 4/19/2007.

	Research Effort Lead: James Pauer


	Supervisor: Russell G. Kreis, Jr.


	SDM Manager:  Holly Ferguson


	QA Manager:  Barbara Sheedy





1. Did the Research Effort Lead (or designee) verify the dataset?
	Yes
	x

	No
	




2. Were there deviations from the approved QAPP, or other planning documents, that impacted the dataset?   
	Yes
	x

	No
	



If yes, describe: On rare occasion, deviations occurred, but any data point impacted was noted by a QA/QC Qualifying Code. There were 17 codes used to qualify data. Examples included: sample held beyond normal storage time; data point is suspect, because some QA/QC checks may have failed during analysis; value is an estimate, etc.


3. Were all QA/QC verification checks performed as specified in the QAPP or SOP?
	Yes
	x

	No
	


 
Discuss the impact to the reported dataset due to any unacceptable QA/QC results or deviations from the approved QAPP or other planning documents: Seventeen QA/QC Qualifying Codes were applied to the data. The use of QA/QC Qualifying Codes helps the data user to make an informed decision if they wish to use the data or not. These codes where included within the same data record within the EXCEL data spreadsheets.


4. Were any QA oversight activities performed (e.g., audit or technical review)?  
	Yes
	x

	No
	



[bookmark: _GoBack]If yes, indicate the type of activity and date performed: In addition to data review by GED (field crews, Chief Scientist, Project Manager, Data Manager, and QA Manager), Mid-Continent Ecology Division (MED) CSRA contractor, David Griesmer, performed technical reviews of the data before the modelers used the data. The minor discrepancies identified by him were communicated to GED and were jointly resolved. This review was an ongoing process as data sets were released from GED to MED. Review included checking units, completeness, statistical summaries, etc. Mr. Griesmer kept track of GED data release versions and documented any changes noted from release to release. All release versions have been archived at MED. Once the modelers received the data from Mr. Griesmer, they also performed a data review including the use of ArcGIS to confirm location of stations and used statistical tools to evaluate data means, ranges, etc.
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