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This the practice material for the BLM Information Quality Act lesson on the BLM Knowledge Resource Center.  This material is designed to review what data are covered by the act and what data are not covered by the Act.  The third area included in this practice is to determine if the request is indeed valid under the IQA and should be dealt with as such.  

You will be provided a list of the information not covered under the Act,a reminder of what information is covered under the Act, and a list of items that must be included to make the request valid.  With this information, you should be able to review the letters and make a determination as to whether the requests are valid or not.  One letter will be presented to you as a sample with information in the letter highlighted to demonstrate whether the letter is considered valid or not.  There will then be two letters for you to review and make a determination about as practice.

Good Luck.





















Information Quality Act

Applies to all disseminated information.  This is information either published or publicly available on or after October 1, 2002.

Based on the DOI’s guidelines, the following types of information are not specifically subject to the Information Quality Guidelines: 
i. Internet hyperlinks and other references to information disseminated by others. 
ii. Opinions--where BLM's presentation makes it clear that what is being offered is someone's opinion rather than fact or BLM's views. 
iii. Press Releases--Press releases, fact sheets, press conferences or similar communications in any medium that announce, support the announcement, or give public notice of information BLM has disseminated elsewhere. 
iv. Public Filings--Public filings of information (such as public comments received by DOI in a rulemaking proceeding), except where DOI distributes information submitted by a third party in a manner that suggests that BLM endorses or adopts the information, or indicates in its distribution that it is using or proposing to use the information to  formulate or support a regulation, guidance, or other DOI decision or position. 

v. Exclusion for Agency Employed Scientist, Grantee or Contractor. Dissemination of information by a BLM-employed scientist, grantee, or contractor is not subject to the guidelines, namely, those situations in which they publish and communicate their research findings in the same manner as their academic colleagues, therefore not implying official BLM endorsement of their views or findings. 

vi. Testimony and Other Submissions to Congress. Information presented or submitted to Congress, which is simultaneously disseminated or previously disseminated to the public is exempt from these Information Quality Guidelines. 
vii. Inadvertent or Unauthorized Disclosure of Information intended only for Inter-agency and/or Intra-agency Use or Communication. Documents in working form which are generated in day-to-day internal conduct of BLM and other Government business are exempt from these guidelines. 
viii. Correspondence with Individuals. An exchange of information between two individuals is not considered dissemination. 
ix. Records Covered by Other Laws. Responses to requests for BLM records under the Freedom of Information Act, the Privacy Act, the Federal Advisory Committee Act, or similar laws are not included in these guidelines. 
x. Archived Records and Information Disseminated Prior to October 1, 2002. Archived records are exempt from these guidelines. Information disseminated prior to October 1, 2002 but not archived and still being used in a decision making process is not exempt. 
xi. Adjudicative Proceedings. Information contained in subpoenas or documents intended to be limited to adjudicative proceedings, including BLM adjudicatory orders, opinions, amicus and other briefs are exempt from these guidelines. 

 


As required in Section III. Information Quality Challenge and Review Procedures of the Information Quality Guidelines, the following four elements should be included in a challenge to information:
1. Specific reference to the information being challenged. 
2. Statement specifying why the complainant believes the information fails to satisfy the standards in the BLM, the DOI or OMB guidance. 
3. How a complainant is affected by the challenged information. The complainant may include suggestions for correcting the challenged information, but that is not mandatory. 
4. The name and address of response of the person filing the complaint. This information is used at the complainant's request for the purpose of responding to the challenge initiated by the individual. The address of response need not be the complainant's home address but should be the address that the BLM will use to respond to the complaint.








Additional Information can be obtained at the following location:

http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/National_Page/Notices_used_in_Footer/data_quality.html




Ecology for America
									Missing Contact Information

December 1, 2008

State Director
Idaho State Office, BLM
1387 S. Vinnell Way
Boise, ID  83709

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is a complaint under the Information Quality Act.  Our organization is an environmental watchdog and we recently received a request to comment on your draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS 1222222) released in June 2008.  We feel that the scientific method and thus analysis results used in that EIS are faulty.  

The BLM used the Huffernagel scale to compute the likelihood of endangered species habitat within the area covered by the EIS.  The Huffernagel scale, while recognized by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, is not, in our opinion the best scientific method that you could use.  Our eco-biologist uses the Heffermemmy scale which requires a more rigorous inventory and testing of the area covered by the EIS.  Since the Heffermemmy scale is so superior, we conclude that BLM has deliberately chosen inferior science to acquire data to analyze.

We request that the BLM recognize its error and devote its time and attention to using the best science that we believe is appropriate.  Therefore, we file this complaint under the Information Quality Act asking that the entire EIS be redone using our recommended procedures.  No additional damages are being requested.

Thank you for your time.


Sincerely,

[bookmark: _GoBack]
Raif Nadir, President

The “Huffernagel Scale” is recognized by the Fish and Wildlife Service as a standard methodology.  This meets the requirements for Transparency and Reproducibility. Their opinion that the “Heffermemy Scale” is superior is just that, their opinion.  They did include how they would be affected- that the results of analysis are faulty but this is an opinion. 

Colorado Coal Company
		  1 N Rainbow Dr
		  Outhere, US  90909


January 12, 2010


State Director
Wyoming State Office, BLM
5353 Yellowstone
Cheyenne, WY  82003

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is a complaint under the Data Quality Act.  Our company has a coal lease application on file and we were recently informed that the application would be rejected on the grounds that we failed to sign and return the stipulations required before the lease could be issued.

Our legal staff has informed us that accepting those stipulations would result in our being liable for accidents that may result from recreational activities that were to be allowed on the land that we intended to mine.  The BLM has failed to provide any data in their environmental analysis that shows that recreation in the particular area in question is a good idea.  I, for one, would not want to bring my children or grandchildren to an area where active coal mining would occur.  I think it is shameful for the BLM to allow any activity on the land we plan to use for coal development.

As compensation for the violation of the Data Quality Act, my company would accept reinstatement of our coal lease application, issuance of our lease, and payment to us of the fine of five thousand dollars for violating the Data Quality Act.

	Thank you for your time.


Sincerely,


Jane Doe, President



American Ecological Foundation
100 S Ugotus Dr
Somewhere, US  10101


February 27, 2011

State Director
Montana State Office, BLM
5001 Southgate Drive
Billings, MT  59101

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is a complaint under the Public Law 106-554.  Our organization is reviewing Land Use Planning document # MT 155555555 dated January 30, 2011.  We believe that we represent the American people and that data used in the document violates the letter and the spirit of the Information Quality Act (IQA).  Our complaints are listed below.

The Land Use Plan based its analysis on planning data that contained no metadata.  Accordingly, it is impossible for an independent organization, such as ourselves, to verify the data and analysis processes used in the plan.  We had requested the metadata information in our Freedom of Information Act Request and were informed by the BLM that no such metadata reports existed.

We can only assume that since the metadata was not prepared that the quality of the information used cannot be verified.  Since the BLM has not provided any basis for asserting the quality of its data, we request correction under the IQA.  If this means that the entire planning process needs to begin again, we believe this is a small price to pay for complying with the IQA.  We are concerned about how the decisions made in this process will impact us.

Therefore, we file this complaint under the Information Quality Act asking that the BLM begin its planning process over again with full and open disclosure of the data used via metadata and adherence to the BLM data standards developed for planning.  

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joe Schmo, President




Colorado Coal Company
		  1 N Rainbow Dr					Contains Contact Information
		  Outthere, US  90909


January 12, 2010

State Director
Wyoming State Office, BLM
5353 Yellowstone
Cheyenne, WY  82003

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is a complaint under the Data Quality Act.  Our company has a coal lease application on file and we were recently informed that the application would be rejected on the grounds that we failed to sign and return the stipulations required before the lease could be issued.

Our legal staff has informed us that accepting those stipulations would result in our being liable for accidents that may result from recreational activities that were to be allowed on the land that we intended to mine.  The BLM has failed to provide any data in their environmental analysis that shows that recreation in the particular area in question is a good idea.  I, for one, would not want to bring my children or grandchildren to an area where active coal mining would occur.  I think it is shameful for the BLM to allow any activity on the land we plan to use for coal development.

As compensation for the violation of the Data Quality Act, my company would accept reinstatement of our coal lease application, issuance of our lease, and payment to us of the fine of five thousand dollars for violating the Data Quality Act.

	Thank you for your time.


Sincerely,

Jane Doe, President

There is already an administrative process for challenging rejection of leases.  They are not challenging any specific information or data, but the stipulations for signing a lease.  
There is also no provision for monetary compensation.  Simply the correction of information or data that is thought to be faulty.

American Ecological Foundation
100 S Ugotus Blvd
Somewhere, US  10101
									Contains Contact Information
February 27, 2011

State Director
Montana State Office, BLM
5001 Southgate Drive
Billings, MT  59101

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is a complaint under the Public Law 106-554.  Our organization is reviewing Land Use Planning document # MT 155555555 dated January 30, 2011.  We believe that we represent the American people and that data used in the document violates the letter and the spirit of the Information Quality Act (IQA).  Our complaints are listed below.

The Land Use Plan based its analysis on planning data that contained no metadata.  Accordingly, it is impossible for an independent organization, such as ourselves, to verify the data and analysis processes used in the plan.  We had requested the metadata information in our Freedom of Information Act Request and was informed by the BLM that no such metadata reports existed.

We can only assume that since the metadata was not prepared that the quality of the information used cannot be verified.  Since the BLM has not provided any basis for asserting the quality of its data, we request correction under the IQA.  If this means that the entire planning process needs to begin again, we believe this is a small price to pay for complying with the IQA. We are concerned about how the decisions made in this process will impact us.

Therefore, we file this complaint under the Information Quality Act asking that the BLM begin its planning process over again with full and open disclosure of the data used via metadata and adherence to the BLM data standards developed for planning.  

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joe Schmo, President

Specifically identifies the information in question.  They have shown good faith in attempting to use FOIA to get the information released and were informed that we did not have the information. Missing metadata means that the information used in the processes is not transparent and cannot be reproduced.  It is impossible for them to verify our results  As a part of the public, they can certainly be affected by the decisions made in our processes.
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