Data Standards Subcommittee Meeting
February 16, 2012, 1:30-3:00PM, Room 1603, Resources Building, Sacramento
Attendees: Joel Dudas, Gary Darling, Greg Smith, Wyatt Pearsall, Harry Spanglet, Annette Lockhart, Greg Twist, Ruppert Grauberger, Christina Boggs
1. Introduction
2. Revisions to Agenda
3. Enterprise Data Promotion Workflow Task to Vestra
a. There have been some data promotion workflows drafted.
i. Joel drafted an 18 point draft promotion 
ii. Greg drafted an 18 point document describing how to promote enterprise data and the document also defines roles for participating individuals and program staff.
iii. Bay Delta Office would like to know where the data is physically being located (for that element to be included in the data promotion workflow).
b. Once a consensus has been arrived at, this document is going to be provided to Vestra for their use in drafting our plan for enterprise data promotion.
4. Review & Revise Enterprise Data Steward/Manager Roles
a. Greg is going to ask Nancy to have this revised.
5. EarthWhere
a. We’re exploring getting this piece of software.
b. They’re going to meet DTS and talk about the nuts and bolts.
c. After DTS meets with them we need to have a proof of concept (a demo).
d. Continue with purchasing.
e. Why is this a good idea? We could look at who all uses which data sets.
f. What about hiring a consultant to run this? To search our data? Maybe Vestra has this? Maybe they could go out and buy this and run the catalog? Conclusion: Ask Vestra if they have this.
g. If we build this we have a great opportunity to come to a consensus.
6. Positional Accuracy Standards Document
a. Greg did a great job drafting this.
b. Version 2 is better than the first one.
c. Land Surveyors are to be used when defining the shape of the earth, boundary lines and a couple other things.
d. Greg has three questions for us:
i. There are three fields for horizontal positional accuracy, Report as text, Value as a real number, Explanation as text. Where does the positional accuracy statement go? Field 2.4.1.2.2.
ii. The national standard says the number should be reported in meters but the example is listed in feet. How do we feel about this? We should change it. Maybe we don’t need that field? Let’s make it optional (Field 2.4.1.2.1).
iii. Ruppert proposes that this positional accuracy number be reported in the units that the dataset is in. Discussion ensues, result is yes.
iv. The federal standard requires things to be reported as a ground distance at 95%. Let’s leave this as optional but the preferred confidence interval is 95%.
e. The goal of this is so we can start to get a handle on how accurate our data is.
f. In ArcGIS Catalog there’s a tool, if you have a feature class you can compare it. In the next month, the subcommittee is going to test this out (see the emails). Read the document and provide comments on it.
g. Discussion ensued about the notion of “done” and Ruppert suggested we also have a mechanism for changing or updating it.
h. We need to articulate to Vestra that the metadata standard needs to change for Field 2.4.1.2.2.
