- 

I remember in PA we had a facility status code called "proposed but never built".  

We don't do a very good job of tracking and labeling the status (e.g., active or inactive) of facilities and sites. "Proposed but never built" and just "proposed" would both be useful. Letting end users know attributes like active, inactive, proposed, closed would be a valuable service.


I think it would be good to have as a discussion topic, "Facility Status & what is useful to send to FRS", including the advantages & disadvantages of sending inactive or proposed sites.

You could have a state or two say how they handle it (& why), and then open it up for other folks to say if they handle it differently (& why).

For example, I don't think Iowa sends proposed sites to FRS (although we track them here). I don't know why FRS would want them.

For a while, we did not send inactive sites, but then there was a problem with retracting those that became inactive. I think some folks may be using FRS data to do Phase I assessments for property sales where they check the environmental history at a site, and so it would be valuable to keep inactives in there. On the other hand it does tend to "clutter" the data if you have a different purpose for only looking for active permits (especially since old data tends to be more sketchy). Ideally there would be a way to display either all sites or only "active" sites, but we are not there yet in Iowa.

A companion topic is what programs FRS would like to have sent to it. For example we don't send Stormwater construction permits because they are short-term.  

-

One challenge we have had with "status" is that different programs and states use different status categories.  One solution is to just use the different ones and leave the definitions independent of one another (because, of course, we'll want to point back to metadata that describes what each category means)  Another solution is to ask subject matter experts to work out a common set of status categories and then to have them provide a cross walk from their codes/terms to the common ones.  This is the approach that Cleanup Sites Mapping Service (CSMS) is taking with categorizing the cleanup status of sites.  Certainly an approach to consider.
