Data Standards Subcommittee 07-19-12

Attendees: Jose Palomo, Greg Twist, Greg Smith, Jane Schafer-Kramer, Joel Dudas, Christina Boggs, Ruppert Grauberger

1. Revisions to the agenda (1 min)
2. O&M/SWP/NHD (1 min)
The O&M GIS Committee is deliberating on getting a few small portions of the State Water Project to USGS for their contribution into the National Hydrography Project as diversions.
3. Zombie Crawler (5 min)
a. Background: The Zombie Crawler initiative is to be able to index all of the geospatial data in the department.
b. Currently: We’re headed towards a two step process. The internally vetted crawler is going to search the department for a subset of file extensions. After the internal crawler searches we’ll take the external utility (perhaps Voyager) and run it on those individual machines.
c. By the next meeting we’ll be making a recommendation for the subcommittee to vote on.
4. Parcel Data / GIS Data Librarian
a. Parcel Data from the California Technology Agency is going to be here any time. This is going to be a good thing, the department is going to be saving a lot of money with this.
b. Really, the problem of having multiple copies of data purchased is not specific to parcel data. Christina is proposing we think about this idea of having a centralized data purchasing person, someone who could track what data we have in the department already and what we should be going out to buy or going to re-digitize.
c. There’s a distinction that needs to be made between “the atlas” (the enterprise system) and the GeoPortal (a metadata repository for the department).
d. People are data stewards of their feature classes that they may want uploaded to the enterprise. When the data is enterprise data it needs to conform to the DWR Spatial Data Standards. When the data is program data it needs to conform to the Statewide Minimum Metadata Standards.
5. Data Promotion/Stewardship Update (5 min)
a. This process is being developed, we’re right on the edge of being stewards. We’re encouraging them now to start putting their data onto the development geodatabase. Once they’re there we’re going to offer training.
6. Stewards Training. (5 min)
a. Right now we’re working on course outlines, we may want to go into this more after the UC. Jane and Christina are going to be doing a lot of sessions on things relevant to the data promotion process.
b. Jane had the idea of shepherding trainees through some virtual campus classes. Jane is going to take the proposed outline down to the UC and have someone discuss it.
c. We should have a welcome to data promotion packet/book/bunch of stuff for users.
7. Positional Accuracy & Data Reviewer (20 min)
a. Joel is in love with Data Reviewer, he would like to marry it.
b. Data Reviewer is an extension within ArcGIS and there are lots of tools that can be used for it.
c. There are lots of pieces inside of the data reviewer tools that need to be understood.
d. Christina is going to be meeting with some folks about data reviewer and she/Jane are both going to attend some data reviewer sessions.
8. Secondary/Derivative Datasets
a. Tanya Meeth is going to be publishing some data on disadvantaged communities. She had previously approached the A&A community about standing up her web application.
9. Revisions to Standards Document, What, When and Who (40 min)
10. Minimum Metadata Standard (5 min)
