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1.

BACKGROUND

At its 24th session the IODE Committee approved the Report of the Inter-sessional Working
Group to Propose a Re-structuring of IODE which recommended revising the current structure,
projects and activities of IODE and decided that the relation between projects (e.g. data flow)
should be better communicated within the IODE community but also to the user communities.
The Committee agreed that both existing and new IODE projects and activities will benefit
from a more effective tracking and oversight process to help ensure that they meet IODE
strategic goals and objectives. The Committee adopted Decision IODE-XXIV.3 IODE (Project
and Activity Performance Evaluation). These procedures apply to both existing and new
projects and activities.

2.

TERMINOLOGY

The following terminology is used to describe IODE project and activities:

3.



IODE Pilot Project: An exploratory effort with limited duration (e.g., 1-2 years)
requiring complete or partial direct IODE financial funding as well as project office
management in-kind support. A pilot project cannot be extended/renewed: if
successful then a proposal can be submitted for an IODE project.



IODE Project: A temporary effort with limited duration (e.g., 1-2 years) requiring
complete or partial direct IODE financial funding as well as project office
management in-kind support. Projects can be renewed using a new proposal
application process at the discretion of the IODE-MG (IODE Management Group).



IODE Activity: A temporary effort with limited duration (e.g., 1-2 years that can be
extended as decided by the IODE-MG) requiring only IODE project office
management in-kind support with defined objectives or purpose (no funding).
Activities can be in the form of institutional endorsements that draw favourable
attention to IODE as an organization and help IODE to explain how it contributes to
IOC objectives.



IODE persistent project: A long-term effort (requiring complete or partial direct
IODE financial funding as well as project office management in-kind support) or
activity. Such long-term efforts need to be reviewed by the IODE Management Group
at the same frequency as other projects and activities. Current examples include
OBIS, WOD, GTSPP, GOSUD, OceanDocs, OceanExpert etc.

PROPOSING NEW PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES

It is essential that all IODE projects and activities carry out tasks that serve the objectives of
the IODE Programme1 and IOC High Level Objectives2.
Projects or activities that serve only the needs of a sub-community of IODE and are not linked
to the main objectives and strategic goals of IODE and IOC are not sustainable. Every project
or activity, either a proposal for a new or an existing project or activity will therefore need to
justify its resourcing from IODE by explaining how it meets these objectives.
Proposals for new projects and activities are considered by the IODE Committee and included
in the IODE work plan and budget. The IODE Committee must balance the work plan with

1
2

https://www.iode.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=375&Itemid=100091
http://www.ioc-unesco.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=29&Itemid=81
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available financial and human resources. As the demand for resources is likely to be higher
than available resources it is important to “score” submitted proposals so they can be ranked
in accordance to their score.
The IODE Committee sessions are held every two years, usually around March, and all
working documents must be available to Committee members on 1st January of the year in
which the Committee meeting is held. This includes all proposals for funding.
3.1

PROCESS FOR PROPOSING NEW PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES

The process for proposing projects and activities will include the following:
1. All project and activity proposals will be submitted using the New Project/Activity
Template (Annex I) to the IOC Project Office for IODE. The template should be
completed in English.
2. The Project Office will check all submitted proposals for compliance with the template.
Proposals that do not comply will be returned to the submitter with a note explaining
what is missing. Submitters have 10 working days to re-submit. Failure to re-submit
within that period results will result in rejection of the proposal.
3. Re-submitted proposals are checked for compliance with the template. Proposals that
were re-submitted but still do not comply are rejected. The submitters will be informed of
this by email.
4. All proposals that comply with the proposal template are sent to the IODE-MG by email,
with a request to review and score the proposals, not later than a given deadline.
5. IODE-MG will review and evaluate proposals using the proposal evaluation criteria.
IODE-MG may select a pool of independent or subject matter experts from the IODE
community to provide peer-review comments regarding proposed project and activities.
6. The IODE Co-chairs will review the evaluations for all proposals and calculate the
average score for each proposal, rank the proposals by their average score, and prepare
a summary table according to descending scores including title, score and evaluation
comments.
7. The IODE Co-chairs will provide a summary table to the IODE-MG requesting approval.
8. The IODE-MG will review the summary table and inform the IODE Co-chairs of their
approval. If one or more of the members disagrees then the IODE Co-chairs should be
informed immediately so necessary correction(s) can be made.
9. The IODE Co-chairs will prepare a working document for the upcoming IODE Committee
Session including the reviewed proposals, the summary table with scores and evaluation
comments.
10. The IODE Co-chairs will submit the working document to the Head of the IOC Project
Office for IODE, who will post the document on the web site for the upcoming IODE
Committee Session.
This process is mapped in the diagram in Annex V.
Based upon the above, the total process will require approximately four months. Taking into
account the deadline for submission of working documents this means that step 1 should start
no later than 1st September of the year preceding the IODE Committee Session.
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4.

EVALUATING NEW PROJECT AND ACTIVITY PROPOSALS

The IODE-MG will act as the evaluation panel to assess each proposal within the context of
IODE and IOC objectives. Each member of the evaluation panel will score each proposal with
a score 4, 2, or 0 points (with 4 being the highest score) based on their individual evaluation.
Scores from all panel members will be added and a project must receive an average score of
60% or more to be considered for recommendation by the IODE-MG to the IODE committee.
4.1

CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING NEW PROJECT AND ACTIVITY PROPOSALS

The following evaluation criteria will be used:
a. Does the project or activity target one or more IODE or IOC objectives? Are there strong
arguments to justify this assertion?
Score: 4. Metric: the arguments are strong and the support is clear
Score: 2. Metric: the project or activity appears to target one or more objectives, but
arguments are weak
Score: 0. Metric: the project or activity does not seem to support an IODE objective
or the arguments are unconvincing
b. Are there tangible commitments from participating participants and countries?
Score: 4. Metric: commitments are clear and documented by letters of support
Score: 2. Metric: commitments are clear but documentation is lacking
Score: 0. Metric: commitments are unclear or documentation is lacking
c. Do the project or activity deliverables enhance IODE activities?
Score: 4. Metric: deliverables are easily identified with IODE deliverables?
Score: 2. Metric: deliverables are clear but not easily connected to IODE deliverables
Score: 0. Metric: deliverables are unclear or do not connect to IODE deliverables
d. Is there strong support from IODE stakeholders for the deliverables of the project?
Score: 4. Metric: there is documented support from, or participation of stakeholders
Score: 2. Metric: there is some weakness in documented support or stakeholders are
absent
Score: 0. Metric: support is not documented and stakeholders are absent
e. Are there clear performance metrics for the project?
Score: 4. Metric: metrics are well explained and relevant to evaluating project against
deliverables
Score: 2. Metric: some metrics are poorly explained and it is unclear how they can
be used in evaluating performance
Score: 0. Metric: metrics are poorly defined or cannot be used to evaluate
performance
f.

Does the project need financial or other support from IODE to meet its objectives?
Score: 4. Metric: no support is required
Score: 2. Metric: some non-financial support is desirable
Score: 0. Metric: full financial support is crucial to the project

g. Does the project or activity fill a gap in IODE activities?
Score: 4. Metric: the gap is well described as is how the project addresses it
Score: 2. Metric: the argument that there is a gap is not strong, or the project is now
clear as to how the gap is addressed
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Score: 0. Metric: neither the argument of the gap, not the way the project addresses
it is well presented
h. Is there a strong governance model for the project (e.g. working group, advisory group)?
Score: 4. Metric: the model is well described and appears quite workable given the
participants
Score: 2. Metric: the model is well described, but there is some doubt of its
workability
Score: 0. Metric: the model is poor
i.

Overall, how strong is the project or activity proposal?
Score: 4. Metric: well described, and well received by many IODE members
Score: 2. Metric: well described but has more limited member support
Score: 0. Metric: the proposal or activity did poorly in gaining IODE member support

The Evaluation Score Sheet in Annex III is to be used for new IODE project and activity
proposals.

5.

EVALUATING EXISTING IODE PROJECTS, ACTIVITIES
AND PERSISTENT PROJECTS

All approved IODE projects, activities and persistent projects, whether ongoing or ending,
must meet the evaluation criteria defined by the IODE-MG and will be evaluated annually
based on the report provided. The progress report will summarise the accomplishments based
on the proposed work to date, while a final report will describe in detail the results.
Members of the IODE-MG may choose to serve on the evaluation panel or may nominate
expert(s) to carry out the evaluation on their behalf. No evaluation panel member may provide
an evaluation of a project or activity in which they are involved. Once the evaluation is
completed, a written report of results will be made available to IODE-MG no later than two
months after the annual reports are received. Results of the evaluation will be anonymized
and shared with proponents.
If projects and activities do not provide a final report or if progress is less than satisfactory with
respect to deliverables, then they will not be considered for another funding cycle unless clear
actionable remedies are put in place. For example, if a project or activity did not meet stated
deliverables or objectives for which funding and support was made available then this could
be considered as a reason for not recommending further support or endorsement.
All approved IODE projects, activities and persistent projects must complete the Existing
Project/Activity Template (Annex II) and submit to the IOC Project Office for IODE no later
than 1st September of the year preceding the IODE Committee Session. The template should
be completed in English
5.1

CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING EXISTING PROJECTS, ACTIVITIES
AND PERSISTENT PROJECTS

The following evaluation criteria will be used to evaluate ongoing project and activity
performance:
a. Have annual reports been submitted?
Score: 4. Metric: annual reports are produced each year and on time
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Score: 2. Metric: there is a gap in annual reporting, or they are delivered later than
expected
Score: 0. Metric: annual reporting is missing
b. Do the reports explain annual milestones and deliverables, and present measurable
results of progress towards them?
Score: 4. Metric: objectives are clear and mostly documented as achieved
Score: 2. Metric: objectives are clear but documentation of achievements is weak
Score: 0. Metric: objectives are poorly stated or achievements are unclear
c. Are the project objectives still aligned with those of IODE?
Score: 4. Metric: objectives are still well aligned
Score: 2. Metric: there is some misalignment that can be corrected
Score: 0. Metric: objectives are misaligned with IODE objectives
d. Are project members actively engaged based on documentation in the reports?
Score: 4. Metric: reports document continuing active involvement by project
members
Score: 2. Metric: reports appear to show some fall off in project member involvement
Score: 0. Metric: involvement by project members is greatly reduced
e. Were the expected results obtained?
Score: 4. Metric: reports document that the objectives were achieved or likely to be
achieved (results driven)
Score: 2. Metric: reports show partial success but achievement to date suggest that
objectives will likely be met
Score: 0. Metric: reports indicate little measure of success or promise that results will
be obtained
The Evaluation Score Sheet in Annex IV is to be used for existing IODE projects and
activities.

6.

IODE MANAGEMENT GROUP ACTIONS

Proposals for new projects that do not receive a positive evaluation (<60% of maximum score)
will be rejected and the project proposal submitter will be notified of the reason for rejection.
Rejected proposals may be resubmitted.
Ongoing projects that do not receive a positive evaluation (<60% of maximum score) will be
notified of what actions need to be taken to improve performance and given an appropriate
time frame for improvement.
Projects that receive a negative evaluation may have IODE endorsement withdrawn at the
discretion of the IODE-MG. The project may not continue to operate nor funds expended
unless an approved performance improvement plan is developed and approved by the IODEMG. The project proponents may propose a new project request for funding.

IOC Manuals and Guides, 81
page 6

ANNEX I.

NEW PROJECT/ACTIVITY TEMPLATE

This template is to be completed for all new IODE project and activities and submitted as a separate
document to Peter Pissierssens (p.pisiserssens@unesco.org) at the IOC Project Office for IODE.
1.

Title of project/activity and acronym

2.

Detailed description

3.

Scope (include outcome, deliverables, training)

4.

Explain how the project/activity meets the objectives of IODE and IOC

5.

What are the benefits to the IODE community

6. Expected duration
Start date:
End date:
7. Name and email of project leader and project team
Project leader:
Project team members:
8. Budget
Total budget of the project/activity (in US$):
Budget requested from IODE during the next biennium (starting after the next IODE Committee Session) (in
US$):
Expected IODE project office management staff time requested during the next biennium (man-months):
Other resource contributions identified (financial or in-kind including staff):
9.

Explain how the results are shared with the IOC/IODE community?

10. Does the project/activity have endorsement or support from the IOC/IODE community or other national,
regional, or international programmes? Describe.

Signed by Project Leader.
Date.
For IODE use only.
Date received:
Date sent to Co-chairs:
Date sent to MG:
Decision:
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ANNEX II. EXISTING PROJECT/ACTIVITY TEMPLATE
This template is to be completed for all existing IODE project and activities and submitted, together
with the annual report, to Peter Pissierssens (p.pisiserssens@unesco.org) at the IOC Project Office for
IODE.
1.

Title of project/activity and acronym

2.

Summary of progress (separate Annual Report to be submitted)

3. Expected duration
Start date:
End date:
4. Name and email of project leader and project team
Project leader:
Project team members:
5. Budget
Budget requested from IODE during the next biennium (starting after the next IODE Committee Session) (in
US$):
Expected IODE project office management staff time requested during the next biennium (man-months):
Other resource contributions identified (financial or in-kind including staff):
Signed by Project Leader.
Date.
For IODE use only.
Date received:
Date sent to Co-chairs:
Date sent to MG:
Decision:
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ANNEX III. EVALUATION SCORE SHEET. NEW IODE PROJECTS/ACTIVITIES
Evaluation score sheet. New IODE projects and activities
Name of Project:
a. Does the project or activity target one or more IODE or IOC objectives? Are there strong
arguments to justify this assertion?
Score 4 - the arguments are strong and the support is clear
Score 2 - the project or activity appears to target one or more objectives, but arguments are weak
Score 0 - the project or activity does not seem to support an IODE objective or the arguments are
unconvincing
b. Are there tangible commitments from participating participants and countries?
Score 4 - commitments are clear and documented by letters of support
Score 2 - commitments are clear but documentation is lacking
Score 0 - commitments are unclear or documentation is lacking
c. Do the project or activity deliverables enhance IODE activities?
Score 4 - deliverables are easily identified with IODE deliverables?
Score 2 - deliverables are clear but not easily connected to IODE deliverables
Score 0 - deliverables are unclear or do not connect to IODE deliverables
d. Is there strong support from IODE stakeholders for the deliverables of the project?
Score 4 - there is documented support from, or participation of stakeholders
Score 2 - there is some weakness in documented support or stakeholders are absent
Score 0 - support is not documented and stakeholders are absent
e. Are there clear performance metrics for the project?
Score 4 - metrics are well explained and relevant to evaluating project against deliverables
Score 2 - some metrics are poorly explained and it is unclear how they can be used in evaluating
performance
Score 0 - metrics are poorly defined or cannot be used to evaluate performance
f. Does the project need financial or other support from IODE to meet its objectives?
Score 4 - no support is required
Score 2 - some non-financial support is desirable
Score 0 - full financial support is crucial to the project
g. Does the project or activity fill a gap in IODE activities?
Score 4 - the gap is well described as is how the project addresses it
Score 2 - the argument that there is a gap is not strong, or the project is now clear as to how the
gap is addressed
Score 0 - neither the argument of the gap, not the way the project addresses it is well presented
h. Is there a strong governance model for the project (e.g. working group, advisory group)?
Score 4 - the model is well described and appears quite workable given the participants
Score 2 - the model is well described, but there is some doubt of its workability
Score 0 - the model is poor
i. Overall, how strong is the project or activity proposal?
Score 4 - well described, and well received by many IODE members
Score 2 - well described but has more limited member support
Score 0 - the proposal or activity did poorly in gaining IODE member support
TOTAL SCORE
PERCENTAGE (SHOULD BE >=60%)

Score

%
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ANNEX IV. EVALUATION SCORE SHEET. EXISTING IODE
PROJECTS/ACTIVITIES
Evaluation score sheet. Existing IODE projects and activities
Name of Project:
a. Have annual reports been submitted?
Score 4 - annual reports are produced each year and on time
Score 2 - there is a gap in annual reporting, or they are delivered later than expected
Score 0 - annual reporting is missing
b. Do the reports explain annual milestones and deliverables, and present measurable results of
progress towards them?
Score 4 - objectives are clear and mostly documented as achieved
Score 2 - objectives are clear but documentation of achievements is weak
Score 0 - objectives are poorly stated or achievements are unclear
c. Are the project objectives still aligned with those of IODE?
Score 4 - objectives are still well aligned
Score 2 - there is some misalignment that can be corrected
Score 0 - objectives are misaligned with IODE objectives
d. Are project members actively engaged based on documentation in the reports?
Score 4 - reports document continuing active involvement by project members
Score 2 - reports appear to show some fall off in project member involvement
Score 0 - involvement by project members is greatly reduced
e. Were the expected results obtained?
Score 4 - reports document that the objectives were achieved or likely to be achieved (results
driven)
Score 2 - reports show partial success but achievement to date suggest that objectives will likely be
met
Score 0 - reports indicate little measure of success or promise that results will be obtained
TOTAL SCORE
PERCENTAGE (SHOULD BE >=60%)

Score

%
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ANNEX V. PROCESS DIAGRAM FOR PROPOSING NEW
PROJECTS/ACTIVITIES

IOC Manuals and Guides
No.

Title

1 rev. 2

Guide to IGOSS Data Archives and Exchange (BATHY and TESAC). 1993. 27 pp. (English, French,
Spanish, Russian)

2

International Catalogue of Ocean Data Station. 1976. (Out of stock)

3 rev. 3

Guide to Operational Procedures for the Collection and Exchange of JCOMM Oceanographic Data.
Third Revised Edition, 1999. 38 pp. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)

4

Guide to Oceanographic and Marine Meteorological Instruments and Observing Practices. 1975.
54 pp. (English)

5 rev. 2

Guide for Establishing a National Oceanographic Data Centre. Second Revised Edition, 2008. 27 pp.
(English) (Electronic only)

6 rev.

Wave Reporting Procedures for Tide Observers in the Tsunami Warning System. 1968. 30 pp. (English)

7

Guide to Operational Procedures for the IGOSS Pilot Project on Marine Pollution (Petroleum)
Monitoring. 1976. 50 pp. (French, Spanish)

8

(Superseded by IOC Manuals and Guides No. 16)

9 rev.

Manual on International Oceanographic Data Exchange. (Fifth Edition). 1991. 82 pp. (French, Spanish,
Russian)

9 Annex I

(Superseded by IOC Manuals and Guides No. 17)

9 Annex II

Guide for Responsible National Oceanographic Data Centres. 1982. 29 pp. (English, French, Spanish,
Russian)

10

(Superseded by IOC Manuals and Guides No. 16)

11

The Determination of Petroleum Hydrocarbons in Sediments. 1982. 38 pp. (French, Spanish, Russian)

12

Chemical Methods for Use in Marine Environment Monitoring. 1983. 53 pp. (English)

13

Manual for Monitoring Oil and Dissolved/Dispersed Petroleum Hydrocarbons in Marine Waters and on
Beaches. 1984. 35 pp. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)

14

Manual on Sea-Level Measurements and Interpretation. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)
Vol. I: Basic Procedure. 1985. 83 pp. (English)
Vol. II: Emerging Technologies. 1994. 72 pp. (English)
Vol. III: Reappraisals and Recommendations as of the year 2000. 2002. 55 pp. (English)
Vol. IV: An Update to 2006. 2006. 78 pp. (English)
Vol. V: Radar Gauges. 2016. 100 pp. and Supplement: Practical Experiences. 100 pp. (English, French,,
Spanish)

15

Operational Procedures for Sampling the Sea-Surface Microlayer. 1985. 15 pp. (English)

16

Marine Environmental Data Information Referral Catalogue. Third Edition. 1993. 157 pp. (Composite
English/French/Spanish/Russian)

17

GF3: A General Formatting System for Geo-referenced Data
Vol. 1: Introductory Guide to the GF3 Formatting System. 1993. 35 pp. (English, French, Spanish,
Russian)
Vol. 2: Technical Description of the GF3 Format and Code Tables. 1987. 111 pp. (English, French,
Spanish, Russian)
Vol. 3: Standard Subsets of GF3. 1996. 67 pp. (English)
Vol. 4: User Guide to the GF3-Proc Software. 1989. 23 pp. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)

No.

Title
Vol. 5: Reference Manual for the GF3-Proc Software. 1992. 67 pp. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)
Vol. 6: Quick Reference Sheets for GF3 and GF3-Proc. 1989. 22 pp. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)

18

User Guide for the Exchange of Measured Wave Data. 1987. 81 pp. (English, French, Spanish,
Russian)

19

Guide to IGOSS Specialized Oceanographic Centres (SOCs). 1988. 17 pp. (English, French, Spanish,
Russian)

20

Guide to Drifting Data Buoys. 1988. 71 pp. (English, French, Spanish, Russian)

21

(Superseded by IOC Manuals and Guides No. 25)

22 rev.

GTSPP Real-time Quality Control Manual, First revised edition. 2010. 145 pp. (English)

23

Marine Information Centre Development: An Introductory Manual. 1991. 32 pp. (English, French,
Spanish, Russian)

24

Guide to Satellite Remote Sensing of the Marine Environment. 1992. 178 pp. (English)

25

Standard and Reference Materials for Marine Science. Revised Edition. 1993. 577 pp. (English)

26

Manual of Quality Control Procedures for Validation of Oceanographic Data. 1993. 436 pp. (English)

27

Chlorinated Biphenyls in Open Ocean Waters: Sampling, Extraction, Clean-up and Instrumental
Determination. 1993. 36 pp. (English)

28

Nutrient Analysis in Tropical Marine Waters. 1993. 24 pp. (English)

29

Protocols for the Joint Global Ocean Flux Study (JGOFS) Core Measurements. 1994. 178 pp . (English)

30

MIM Publication Series:
Vol. 1: Report on Diagnostic Procedures and a Definition of Minimum Requirements for Providing
Information Services on a National and/or Regional Level. 1994. 6 pp. (English)
Vol. 2: Information Networking: The Development of National or Regional Scientific Information
Exchange. 1994. 22 pp. (English)
Vol. 3: Standard Directory Record Structure for Organizations, Individuals and their Research Interests.
1994. 33 pp. (English)

31

HAB Publication Series:
Vol. 1: Amnesic Shellfish Poisoning. 1995. 18 pp. (English)

32

Oceanographic Survey Techniques and Living Resources Assessment Methods. 1996. 34 pp. (English)

33

Manual on Harmful Marine Microalgae. 1995. (English) [superseded by a sale publication in 2003, 92-3103871-0. UNESCO Publishing]

34

Environmental Design and Analysis in Marine Environmental Sampling. 1996. 86 pp. (English)

35

IUGG/IOC Time Project. Numerical Method of Tsunami Simulation with the Leap-Frog Scheme. 1997.
122 pp. (English)

36

Methodological Guide to Integrated Coastal Zone Management. 1997. 47 pp. (French, English)

37

International Tsunami Survey Team (ITST) Post-Tsunami Survey Field Guide. 2nd Edition. 2014. 120 pp.
(English)

38

Guidelines for Vulnerability Mapping of Coastal Zones in the Indian Ocean. 2000. 40 pp. (French,
English)

39

Manual on Aquatic Cyanobacteria – A photo guide and a synopsis of their toxicology. 2006. 106 pp.
(English)

40

Guidelines for the Study of Shoreline Change in the Western Indian Ocean Region. 2000. 73 pp.
(English)

2

No.

Title

41

Potentially Harmful Marine Microalgae of the Western Indian Ocean
Microalgues potentiellement nuisibles de l'océan Indien occidental. 2001. 104 pp. (English/French)

42

Des outils et des hommes pour une gestion intégrée des zones côtières - Guide méthodologique, vol.II/
Steps and Tools Towards Integrated Coastal Area Management – Methodological Guide, Vol. II. 2001.
64 pp. (French, English; Spanish)

43

Black Sea Data Management Guide (Cancelled)

44

Submarine Groundwater Discharge in Coastal Areas – Management implications, measurements and
effects. 2004. 35 pp. (English)

45

A Reference Guide on the Use of Indicators for Integrated Coastal Management. 2003. 127 pp.
(English). ICAM Dossier No. 1

46

A Handbook for Measuring the Progress and Outcomes of Integrated Coastal and Ocean Management.
2006. iv + 215 pp. (English). ICAM Dossier No. 2

47

TsunamiTeacher – An information and resource toolkit building capacity to respond to tsunamis and
mitigate their effects. 2006. DVD (English, Bahasa Indonesia, Bangladesh Bangla, French, Spanish, and
Thai)

48

Visions for a Sea Change. Report of the first international workshop on marine spatial planning. 2007.
83 pp. (English). ICAM Dossier No. 4

49

Tsunami preparedness. Information guide for disaster planners. 2008. (English, French, Spanish)

50

Hazard Awareness and Risk Mitigation in Integrated Coastal Area Management. 2009. 141 pp. (English).
ICAM Dossier No. 5

51

IOC Strategic Plan for Oceanographic Data and Information Management (2008–2011). 2008. 46 pp.
(English)

52

Tsunami risk assessment and mitigation for the Indian Ocean; knowing your tsunami risk – and what to
do about it. 2009. 82 pp. (English)

53

Marine Spatial Planning. A Step-by-step Approach. 2009. 96 pp. (English; Spanish). ICAM Dossier No. 6

54

Ocean Data Standards Series:
Vol. 1: Recommendation to Adopt ISO 3166-1 and 3166-3 Country Codes as the Standard for Identifying
Countries in Oceanographic Data Exchange. 2010. 13 pp. (English)
Vol. 2: Recommendation to adopt ISO 8601:2004 as the standard for the representation of date and time
in oceanographic data exchange. 2011. 17 pp. (English)

55

Microscopic and Molecular Methods for Quantitative Phytoplankton Analysis. 2010. 114 pp. (English)

56

The International Thermodynamic Equation of Seawater—2010: Calculation and Use of Thermodynamic
Properties. 2010. 190 pp. (English)

57

Reducing and managing the risk of tsunamis. Guidance for National Civil Protection Agencies and
Disaster Management Offices as Part of the Tsunami Early Warning and Mitigation System in the Northeastern Atlantic, the Mediterranean and Connected Seas Region – NEAMTWS. 2011. 74 pp. (English)

58

How to Plan, Conduct, and Evaluate Tsunami Exercises / Directrices para planificar, realizar y evaluar
ejercicios sobre tsunamis. 2012. 88 pp. (English, Spanish)

59

Guide for designing and implementing a plan to monitor toxin-producing microalgae. Second Edition.
2016. 63 pp. (English, Spanish)

60

Global Temperature and Salinity Profile Programme (GTSPP) — Data user's manual, 1st Edition 2012.
2011. 48 pp. (English)

61

Coastal Management Approaches for Sea-level related Hazards: Case-studies and Good Practices.
2012. 45 pp. (English)

3

No.

Title
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Guide sur les options d’adaptation en zone côtières à l’attention des décideurs locaux – Aide à la prise
de décision pour faire face aux changements côtiers en Afrique de l’Ouest / A Guide on adaptation
options for local decision-makers: guidance for decision making to cope with coastal changes in West
Africa / Guia de opções de adaptação a atenção dos decisores locais: guia para tomada de decisões de
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Standard Operating Procedures for their warning and emergency management authorities. 2017

77

IOC Strategic Plan for Data and Information Management (2017-2021). 2017

78
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