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Subaqueous Soils

Charge 1: What recommendation should the Standards Committee make relative to the development of soil taxonomy for Subaqueous Soils?

The Standards Committee participated in the opening comments made by Dr. Mark Stolt.  Dr. Stolt’s discussion was about the draft report for the keys to Great Groups and Subgroups.  After a short discussion, the Standards Committee returned to their breakout session where the status of the proposed Subaqueous Taxonomy proposal received further discussion.
Recommendation: Since the Standards Committee did not have a formal report to comment upon, it is our recommendation that Dr. Stolt continue to prepare the draft of the Taxonomy Key for Subaqueous Soils so that it can be considered for placement in the next draft of the keys.

Anthropogenic Soils

Charge 2: Review the current status of the proposal in Circular Letter #6 on Anthropogenic Soils and make a recommendation on what activities should be considered next.

Dr. John Galbraith, Chair, ICOMANTH informed us that parts of Circular Letter #6 has been placed in the revision to the Keys of Soil Taxonomy for the 10th Edition.  Definitions such as Human Transport Material (HTM), Anthropogenic Features, Manufactured Layers, and Artifacts along with some Horizon Nomenclature such as:

Prefix *(star) – to be used to denote layers formed in HTM


Master Horizon “M” – to be used for manufactured layers 


Suffix “u” – to denote horizons containing artifacts.

The criteria will be placed in the NSSH and field book for describing and sampling soils.
Recommendation: After a discussion on what needs to be worked on for Circular Letter #7, it was concurred, with Dr. John Galbraith’s agreement, that family criteria related to particle size and mineralogy should be the next phases prepared for consideration for placement in Keys of Soil Taxonomy.
Soil Taxonomy

Charge 3: Review the proposed revisions to Keys to Soil Taxonomy for the 10th Edition – February, 2006.
There were changes proposed in “Diagnostic Horizons and Features”, “Family Criteria”, and revisions to the Keys of Soil Taxonomy for 6 items.  After the review of comments, only 4 of the proposals were placed on hold and the majority of the proposals were placed in the new 10th Edition to the keys.  The only discussion by the group was relative to the revision of the Mollic, Humic, Umbric and related subgroups.  The revision was centered on the removal of the words, “Ap horizon,” in the definitions.
Recommendation: The members of the NE Work Planning Conference concur in the revisions to the Soil Taxonomy placed in the keys in the 10th Edition.
Series “Concept”

Charge 4:  Should we continue to use the Series Concept (the OSD) now that series properties and data can be placed in NASIS?

There was a discussion on the fact that some series are set up utilizing all of the family criteria (i.e. family texture), thereby causing overlap between series.  This is a quality control and quality assurance function not an OSD problem.

Recommendation: Continue to use the OSD and Classification files because the OSD are the only true source of range in characteristics and difference between series.
Use Dependent Soil Properties

Charge5: Which “use dependent properties” should we be collecting data about and how can we make this data available to the user groups?
It is recognized that some of these properties are the reason we are currently populating our databases.  A lot of the data is driven by the Farm Bill and the models used by other disciplines.  The group did not have time to finish exploring this topic; therefore, there is no recommendation.

Recommendation: None at this time.
