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	Attendees
	Organization

	Annette Lockhart
	DOE

	Brett Wyckoff
	DIRWM

	Greg Smith
	DSIWM

	Jane Schafer-Kramer
	BDO

	Joel Dudas
	FESSRO

	Karen Tolentino
	FESSRO

	Robert Burns
	DSOD

	Ruppert Grauberger
	DOE
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	Item 1: Review Changes to the DWR Spatial Data Standards

	Lead
	Greg Smith 

	Support Information
	Robert’s edits
Greg’s changes

Field Names

DWR Spatial Data Standards

	Preparation
	None

	Desired Outcome
	Approval of changes

	Time Allocation
	15 minutes

	Action Items
	


The subcommittee approved Robert’s edits.
The subcommittee approved using the field names in Section 4.2, with either underscores between words or no spaces between words.  The exception is the first field: a unique number to identify the record.

This may cause problems in some cases for a shape file.  The maximum field name may be shorter than the field names in the DWR Spatial Data Standards.  The expected result is that shape file field names will be truncated to the maximum length by the program.  The field name will be a bit strange, but recognizable for what they are.

The subcommittee decided to hold off on Greg’s edits to the comparison between the FGDC and DWR standards.  The consensus was that the GeoPortal testing should be finished first.  If there are comments to incorporate from that, it would be good to make all the changes at once.

In some instances, -999 might be used when a field in the GeoPortal requires a number and when the number is not appropriate.

	Item 2: Metadata

	Lead
	Greg Smith

	Support Information
	

	Preparation
	

	Desired Outcome
	Developing metadata for individual data sets

	Time Allocation
	15 minutes

	Action Items
	Subcommittee members will create metadata for one spatial data set, including calculating positional accuracy.


Karen has spent a long time on metadata for the Delta geologic logs she is working on.  Some logs go back to many years, while other logs are recent.  It is hard to know how to calculate the positional accuracy.
The Subcommittee agreed that calculating the positional accuracy is the hardest part of the metadata.  

Annette brought up the issue that a licensed land survey is the one legally required to make a statement of accuracy on certain maps.  The law outlines when this is the case, mostly for legal boundaries or positions of objects on the earth.
If there was some standard methodology (or methodologies) for calculating positional accuracy, the Ruppert would be willing to review and sign off on the statement.  This would require that the person making the statement do the actual calculation, and show their work clearly enough so Ruppert would not have to do more than 15 minutes of review.  If Ruppert needed to do more work for the positional accuracy statement, then he might be inclined to charge the program that was asking for his help.
Ruppert said he would check with Scott Martin to if Scott would be willing to approve of Ruppert doing this for the entire Department when necessary.

Greg asked subcommittee members to create a metadata set by the next Enterprise GIS Committee meeting on September 14, 2011.  This would include a calculation of positional accuracy.  Read the standards, and do the best you can.  We will then have real examples to discuss, rather than an academic exercise.
Greg has posted two documents for calculating positional accuracy on the portal library, under FGDC documents.

Greg will set up a half-day (more?) workshop on calculating positional accuracy.  This will be a working meeting, where we try to figure out how best to do this.  Joel will be on vacation at the end of September for a couple of weeks.  Robert will be on vacation in October.  Perhaps this workshop will be best held in November, because I do not think I can get to it in September.

	Item 3: Data Steward Training

	Lead
	Jane Schafer-Kramer

	Support Information
	

	Preparation
	

	Desired Outcome
	Developing a DWR Data Steward Training

	Time Allocation
	15 minutes

	Action Items
	


Jane is trying to set up Data Steward training, but is stuck.  She needs some names for the training, and she needs an idea of the necessary material when she talks to Esri in early September.
Ruppert envisions a week-long training, which would be a continuum of data steward – geodatabase manager – ArcSDE administrator.  The first two – three days would be for data stewards, but geodatabase managers might want to sit in on this to be familiar with what the data steward’s role is.  The next day might be for geodatabase managers, but data stewards and ArcSDE administrators might want to sit on this to be familiar with what the geodatabase manager’s role is.  The last day would be for ArcSDE administrators, and geodatabase managers might want to sit in on it to be familiar with what the role of the ArcSDE administrator is.

There was some discussion of this at the Architecture and Applications Subcommittee meeting yesterday.  Jane is mostly looking for names for data stewards.  We do not have names, except in a few cases.  Greg offered to send out a message to the DWR list server.  This has not gotten a great response in the past.  We may have to call people and politely ask that they become the steward of an important data set.  The enticement of a class might help.
	Item 4: Other Business

	Lead
	Greg  Smith

	Support Information
	

	Preparation
	

	Desired Outcome
	

	Time Allocation
	

	Action Items
	


We need to make sure that we have the standard language on the web portal.  It is there, at

https://dwrgis.water.ca.gov/documents/269784/2e7d3d99-f8da-4bbf-bb5b-7dd96bac688b
The comment was made that maybe the Governance Board should be notified of the standard contract language.  DWR Legal and the Contracts office were both involved in developing the language.  Both offices should think about this when a GIS-related contract comes across their respective desks.

The Subcommittee suggested a keyword glossary.  Greg said this was an ideal use of the portal wiki.  Joel suggested that Greg provide some framework for the wiki, having not used one before.
The framework for two wikis has been posted on the portal wiki, one for DWR organizations and one for DWR programs.
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