28 July 2011 Remote Sensing Subcommittee meeting summary notes. 
1. Kent served as Chair for one year, nominated Jared Birdsall to be Chair.  Jared sustained by all in meeting.  
2. Attendees:  Kent, Bekele, Ramesh, Ruppert, Jared.   Nobody attended by WebEx. 
3. Review of project tracking – Ruppert mentioned that EGC just wants a brief summary. 
4. Workgroup for first project only needs up to 3 people.  Jane had volunteered.
5. Ruppert will be having a limited role in workgroup. Will assign Greg Twist.  We will invite Jean Woods to participate.  Will workgroup do cataloguing?
6. Potential projects: Web mapping service (possibly after assessment).  Assessment of Remote Sensing (RS) data.  What projects there are.  We could possibly have an ArcMap drawing with projects, polygon with attribute data, metadata.  Eventually we could upload potential projects as well as ongoing (Attendee).  Attendee said that was what we initially were thinking.  To avoid redundant product acquisition. 
7. Workgroups – anyone can be pulled in.  
8. Attendee says the first step is to develop a webmap service and then to post a sample for others to see. 
9. Work Group assessment – Interview, take a list of respondents, contacts.
10. We’ll post sound wave of minutes on website. (Actually I will post this summary – the processing of the sound wave is too tedious.)
11. Survey – what attributes will we need to collect? None of our surveys were scientific, can ask for further contacts to get more information about RS use in DWR.  
12. Purpose is to reduce redundancy (assessment), survey will be an interview of list of respondents for attributes of data, then ask for anyone else that may have data.
13. We got a lot of people entering survey site, but very few filled out survey. 
14. Networking survey to find out other data would help us find out more.  Right now we have four or five people in the work group.  First thing would be to show a map and put it on a website so others to  
15. We have started that on the portal,  but people are not sending shapefiles. 
16. Advertising on the web may not be the best place to ask for the data right now.  
17. Jared will update the project tracking form.
18. Attendee -Workgroup will discuss one on one survey.  
19. Attendee – Workgroup to decide what attributes and map qualities.  
20. Attendee – To eliminate redundancy of data purchases.
21. Discussion of Remote Sensing Definitions  - include or not include gaging stations.  Modeling.  Spatial CIMIS is remote sensing, not sensors.  Maximal and minimal definitions.  Seismometers. 
How much do we want under our umbrella. 
22. GIS Committee – Spatial data is anything that can be brought into GIS software (ArcMap, KML).  
23. Best to take baby steps towards Maximalist definition.  
24. Survey Report.  Bekele wants to know the objectives of this subcommittee.
25. Attendee wants a  recommendation from this committee passed to the governance board that says there must be a review process prior to acquiring data.  A plan for how it will be stored and distributed.  Must be at policy level.   
26. Attendee asked if remote sensing data purchasing is tied to IT plans?   Attendee says no.  Attendee says there ought to be a purchasing plan. 
27. Ruppert would need a staff person dedicated to simplifying acquisition of data if he were to take on that coordination and not slow everyone down.  It would be quick right now for people if they did go through his section (mapping and photogrammetry).  If governance said people would need to pass purchasing through him, duplicate purchasing could be caught. We need a policy that helps us purchase data in a sensible way. 
28. Attendee – This subcommittee could work on educating others about how data is being acquired – by having different groups present their data – telling how it is derived – where we learn from each other – with a budget we could invite experts. 
29. Attendee – Jean has said she would like to have a way to survey what people know.  What skills they have. 
30. Workshops to present what we are doing.  Attendee interested in learning what Jean and her group are doing with classification.  Partnering in with classification.  Learning from each other.
31. Develop recommendations to develop training .  We need to coordinate RS training so all that want particular training get it.  And so it isn’t duplicative.  Then let Jane know our needs.
32. Goals and Mission:  A. Increase Productivity, B. Provide a point of purchase, C. Develop goals into action recommendations. 
33. Better data, less user error, might want this to be addressed in our mission and goals. 
34. Could or should RS be an authority to verify quality of data? 
35. Attendee says coordination of data collection locations and parameters …like with LIDAR. 
36. Attendee – Questioning scientific method that is being used could be interpreted as an offensive criticism. 
37. Attendee – we would want to keep that goal very general – shared experience instead of focusing on scientific method.
38. Change Matters – Discussion, we should look into it more and see if it could be useful to us.
39. Discussion of Aeromagnetic flyovers.  Need to email this info to the GIS committee listserve and project geology people.  FYI to listserver.
40. Email Jane, Jean, and Greg to inform them about the workgroup.  
