Revised Set of criteria from the ESIP group itself
With explanations of criteria
We can use a set of criteria such as this to evaluate each of our suggested indicators.

All we need to do is answer these questions with a simple YES or NO.
Primarily Science criteria

· Is the indicator scientifically valid?

· Does it have a defined numerical scale, and can be quantified simply?

· Is it a true measure of some environmental conditions?
· Are generally accepted methods available?
· Is the indicator responsive (sensitive) to change?

· Does it respond to a broad range of conditions, or perturbations within appropriate (definable) time frames and geographic (spatial) scales?

· Is it sensitive to the potential impacts (pressures) being evaluated?

· Does it discriminate among differences in environmental conditions with a high degree of resolution (i.e. high signal to noise ratio)?

· Is it readily detected, measured and monitored?

· Is it responsive to management actions? Can it indicate if things are getting better (as a consequence of management actions) as well as getting worse?

· Does the indicator show links between cause and effect?

· Does it allow interpretation of the ‘state’ of the system?

· Can it be linked to defined stressors?

· Does it integrate effects or exposure over time and space? 

· Is it unambiguously linked to an ‘endpoint’ in an assessment process?

· Does it indicate trends in other variables / parameters that it is selected to represent (i.e. is it a ‘good’ surrogate)?

· Does it provide an early warning of changes?

· Is there accurate data available?

· Is it easily accessible, public and formatted in a fashion that can be used?

Primarily Policy considerations
· Is the indicator relevant to policy?

· Can it provide information that can be used at a policy level, or used to establish policy?

· Is the indicator comparable internationally?

· Is the indicator relevant and understandable to users?

· Can the information be obtained at reasonable cost?

· Can the information be readily explained and interpreted to the general, non-technical public? 

· Can NGO groups be involved in monitoring?

· Does monitoring produce zero (or minimal) environmental impact?

· Is the indicator comparable through the Gulf of Maine?

· Can it be compared to existing data sets / past conditions?

· Is the indicator comparable to benchmarks, targets, thresholds, or standards?

· Are there a desired / acceptable / reference/ benchmark values for the indicator? If so, what are they and why do they have these defined values?

· Is it reproducible within defined and acceptable limits for data collection over time and space scales?
