Data Standards Subcommittee Meeting
March 15, 2012, 1:30-3:00PM, Room 1603, Resources Building, Sacramento
Attendees: Joel Dudas, Gary Darling, Jane Schafer-Kramer, Greg Smith, Harry Spanglet, Annette Lockhart, Greg Twist, Ruppert Grauberger, Christina Boggs
1. Revisions to Agenda (1 min)
a. Dam Safety discussion – It would be good if the other programs knew when new programs get geodatabases (GDBs) put on the enterprise architecture. There originally was a form developed by A&A, this helps communicate to the programs that they need to provide internal support for their geodatabases.
b. Spatial Data Standards – Could we revise the spatial data standards to match the order of the new metadata editor? Joel suggests after we get a metadata editor we approach updating the Spatial Data Standards before the training. If we can make the spatial data standards correspond to the actual order that would be beneficial. When we revise the metadata standards we can add a section about the Data Reviewer.
2. Finalize Project: Discussion of Review & Revise Enterprise Data Steward/Manager Roles (5 min)
a. Good job. This is going to finish being polished and it will be finalized soon.
3. Enterprise Data Promotion Workflow Task to Vestra
a. Nothing has happened; Joel and others are meeting with the new Project Manager on March 20th. (Module 3 Meeting).
b. Action Item for Joel: Forward Module 3 Meeting notice to Greg and Gary
c. If you can, review the Promoting Enterprise Data in a Multi-Steward Case Version 2 (Link to this doc) and provide comments to Joel. Don’t wordsmith this document, this is going to be handed off as a working document.
4. Training
a. This training should contain:
i. Spatial Data Standards
ii. Metadata Editor Training
iii. Data Promotion Workflow
iv. Positional Accuracy Reviewer Tool (inside ArcDesktop)
b. Training Date: Late Summer?
5. EarthWhere
a. Presentation next week (target audience: DTS) – Action Item for Joel: Send EarthWhere Meeting Note to Subcommittee
6. Minimum Metadata Standard
a. This would cover legacy datasets, externally sourced datasets.
b. Ruppert’s recommendations:
i. DHCCP ran into this problem, they created a minimum metadata standard
1. Similar to Dublin Core
2. Contains Citation-like details
ii. What about the CMCC Minimum Metadata Standard that has been kicked around as a minimum.
c. Action Item: Ruppert or Greg Twist is going to send Joel the DHCCP document and Christina is going to send Joel the CMCC Draft (Link to CMCC Proposed Minimum Metadata Standards).
7. Positional Accuracy Standards Document, Interactive Review of ArcGIS Data Extension Positional Accuracy Tool
a. What about having a Subject Matter Expert that can understand the positional accuracy/data reviewer tool?
b. We need to stop coming up with reasons this isn’t going to work, and continue to move forward.
c. Within the Data Reviewer there’s a positional accuracy assessment tool.
i. You open the wizard and select the dataset you’re looking at and choose the dataset you want to compare it to.
ii. You then select the reporting units, desired confidence level reported, calculation method (NGA or USGS Standards), if you know the reference layer’s absolute circular error and the absolute linear error you can enter these as well.
iii. Upon completion of the Wizard it gives you a summary of the parameters.
iv. There’s an autopick option. This compares the point you chose to the nearest vertex of the line you’re comparing it to (in this example we’re comparing points to a line).
v. Joel’s experience using this tool shows that there is a high amount of variability in the results based on which points you select.
vi. After finishing the number of test points, you can export those points as a shapefile.
vii. The test results are exported as text file.
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