In Section 4.4.2, the protocol discusses the need for fine grid resolution for refined modeling, with the comment that recommendations will be forthcoming on the overall resolution to be used.  The protocol then discusses the need for even finer grid resolution for specific situations depending on factors such as complexity of terrain, proximity of the source to the Class I area, proximity of the source and/or Class I area to a coastline, etc.  SC would like to see more discussion on how to decide when finer grid resolution is required and, when required, how to decide what that grid resolution should be.  

SC is concerned Section 6.2 of the protocol doesn’t always identify (or include in the appendices external references from other documentation) specific steps / tasks necessary to perform the quality assurance methods / procedures mentioned that are specific to this particular modeling project. Many are explained in concept as to what methodology is “recommended”, and even where some of the verification data for certain QA tasks may be found (such as much of the GIS information in 6.2.3). However, a lot of the specifics of how they will be used in the verification process are omitted at this point. 
SC recommends more detailed explanations and/or external citations of methodology of all specific steps that will be needed in properly QA’ing all aspects of this project prior to being confirmed in the final modeling documentation. As to how the limits are to be set to find errors in any particular data set being QA’d, at the very least, a summary grid outlining these steps, parameter-by-parameter, would be helpful, especially to help states in eventually adapting this protocol to their individual needs. 
