Flow Chart B -- for assigning data credibility based on "Ensuring Credible Data for Water Quality Management" Ecology Water Quality Program Policy, Chapter 2: WQP Policy 1-11
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Interpretation of the policy is that it applies to entire studies. If the study vz
has prepared a QAPP and documented acceptable QA/QC results in a
final report (or another document) the results are considered credible.
Data collected as part of an on-going monitoring effort by a governmental
agency also are considered credible.
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3. If data from a "credible" source doesn't make sense, then it can be rejected based on professional judgment.
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The following step is determining if the
data are "good" or qualifying the data.
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Return to Step 10 in Chart A - project
screening and documentation process.




