Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer, Geographic Information Technology Committee
Thursday, March 14, 2019
1:00 PM to 3:30 PM
1500 Jefferson Street SE, Rm 2332
Olympia, Washington
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Geospatial Portal & WAMAS Steering Committees (Monthly)	Minutes

	Item
	Topics
	Time 
	Lead
	Notes/Materials

	
	GPSC Welcome, introductions, assign recorder, adjust agenda
	1:00 PM
	Tim Minter, Chair
	

	Management & Data

	1
	· Updates
· NSGIC 2019 Midyear Meeting
· Metadata
· Imagery
· Framework layers > Governmental Units > City Boundaries
· Findings & discussion
· Build next agenda
· Call for GPSC Chair candidates
	1:05 PM



1:25 PM

2:05 PM
	Joanne Markert / All



City Boundary Workgroup

All
	




	Infrastructure & Software

	
	· Status
	2:10 PM
	Joanne
	

	Applications

	
	WAMAS Welcome, introductions, assign recorder, adjust agenda
	2:15 PM
5 min
	Joanne Markert
Winston McKenna
	

	
	WAMAS
· Does anyone have any Legislative updates?  Has WAMAS been mentioned by the Legislature?
· Update on Web Services Gateway option
· Data processing and review
· Status of SQL database
· Update from Steve and Craig about combining locators/ order of data for processing
	2:20 PM
	
Winston McKenna

Joanne
David Wright
David

Steve/ Craig
	

	
	Closing Comments, adjournment
Next Meeting – April 11, 2019 – 2nd Thursday of each month
	3:25 PM
(5 min)
	
	



GPSC Notes
GPSC Welcome, introductions, assign recorder, adjust agenda
· Recorder:  Tim Minter, WA-DSHS
Management & Data
· Updates
· NSGIC 2019 Midyear Meeting
· Joanne Markert, WaTech presented Washington State’s LiDAR, imagery, and geospatial portal programs; Joanne reported that FGDC would like to get information about how the Geospatial Portal Steering Committee is coordinating on data and standards.  Joanne is working with Abby Gleason at WA-DNR to pursue matching funds for LiDAR data activities.  Joanne reported that the USGS publicly recognized Washington State’s LiDAR program at the NSGIC meeting.
· Metadata
· Joanne:  Open Data Group & WaTech Enterprise architects are reviewing.  Potentially a May or June adoption with potential delay until September, 2019.
· Imagery
· See embedded update notes document for details.  Rich Kim, WA-ECY:  is 6 inch resolution imagery available for entire State?  Joanne – No, buy-up option by some participants for some areas.
· WAGIC working with WSU to create graphics for Geospatial Portal.
· Brian Cochrane, WA-SCC – GIS technology and aerial imagery has been in use in the agricultural community, would be good to speak with early adopters. 
· Action:   Joanne & Brian will coordinate to identify any opportunities.
· Change Management
· Jordyn Mitchell, WA-DOT – working with Chris Marsh, WA-DFW on change notification tool.
· Joanne – the idea is that Geospatial Portal contributors will try for a few months and modify as needed.
· Framework layers > Governmental Units > City Boundaries
· Findings & discussion
· Joanne, Adam Oestrich, WA-ECY, and Elizabeth Lanzer, WA-DOT opened the discussion with an overview of the problem.
· Mike Mohrman, WA-OFM has input and resources that can assist.  Parcel boundary non-alignment plays into the municipal boundary accuracy situation.  
· Brian– need to have an idea of update cycles at the sources – counties, cities, etc.  
· Mike – fundamental issue is that we don’t know what we have in the different parts of the map.  Annexation area boundaries have unknown horizontal and topological accuracy.
· Elizabeth – looking at de-duplicating work with WA-DOR.  Review strategy with WA-OFM.  Look at more consolidated approach.  WA-ECY – looping in the Urban Growth Area (UGA) data as well.  Adam – did not hear requirement for the UGA from the workgroup members.  
· Elizabeth – Adam’s overall point about requiring 3 separate city layers being needed is correct.  Agreed.  
· David Wright, WA-DOR has a different data development method to support point-in-poly analysis – e.g. extending boundary line to street centerline in order to get point geocoded from street in the “correct” city.  Compares to other datasets – TomTom, HERE, etc. to try to determine what is most likely correct.
· Joanne – can we reasonably summarize?  We need all three sets.  We need WA-ECY to deliver UGA data one year longer.  Adam – WA-ECY has to do it because this is the year that the stormwater permits get renewed, and they require UGA data as input to the renewal process.
· Elizabeth – does WA-OFM post a version of City Limits to Open Data?  Mike – no, WA-OFM has Census 2010 City limits posted on the agency website.  
· Tim Minter, WA-DSHS – demonstrated WA-DSHS, WA-DCYF, WA-HCA needs for temporal Cities data.  Current solution based on 2014 discussions with WA-OFM, WA-DOR, and WA-DOT is for WA-DSHS to acquire quarterly updates and add to temporal stack, then deliver that data for use in Health & Human Services business processes.  If data source agencies do not have a business requirement for temporally-enabled data, then WA-DSHS will continue to construct a fourth Cities dataset.  WA-DSHS does not presently need to post to Open Data because there are not requests from WA business units, partners, or the public for the data.
· Brian – how do special voting districts play into this?  David – highlighted a transportation taxation district and discussed alignment with parcels boundaries.
· Joanne – need to loop back around with WA-SOS on this discussion.
· Build next agenda
· Call for GPSC Chair candidates
· Proposed adjustment GPSC Chair transition procedure to support term overlaps.
· Other items
· Barry Zickuhr, WA-UTC, requested to be added to the participants and that the UTC representative be changed from Brian Gillespie to Max Smith.
Infrastructure & Software
· Status - Joanne
· No update
Closing Comments, adjournment
· Next Meeting – April 11, 2019 – 2nd Thursday of each month
GPSC Participants
Agency Codes and Authorized Abbreviations | participating in today’s meeting
	Org
	Representative
	Also participating
	Org
	Representative
	Also participating

	DNR
	Brad Montgomery
	Betty Austin, Terry Curtis, Abby Gleason, Jeffrey Holden, Caleb Maki, Dolores Sare
	COM
	Allan Johnson
	

	DFW
	Chris Marsh
	Randy Kreuziger
	PARKS
	Brian Hall
	

	DOT
	Elizabeth Lanzer
	Tess Starr, Jordyn Mitchell, Julie Jackson, Eric Jackson, Allen Blake, Marci Carte, Jeff Graham, Stacey Plumley
	DOL
	Tom Williams
	Beth Plunkett

	ECY
	Christina Kellum
	Rich Kim, Adam Oestrich

	RCFB
	Greg Tudor
	

	DSHS
	Tim Minter
	George Alvarado, Steve Leibenguth
	TSC
	
	

	DOR
	David Wright
	Austin Hildreth
	JLS
	Brad Ellis
	

	DOH
	Craig Erickson
	Scott Kellogg
	CRAB
	Cameron Cole
	Eric Hagenlock

	L&I
	Winston McKenna
	Bryan Huebner
	DAHP
	Morgan McLemore
	

	WSP
	Louis Hurst
	
	UTC
	Brian Gillespie
	Rey Dejos, Barry Zickuhr

	DES
	
	
	PSP
	Greg Tudor
	

	OFM
	Mike Mohrman or Tom Kimpel
	Laurie Wood, Nate Chase
	SCC
	Brian Cochrane
	

	LCB
	Rocky Atwood
	
	WSRB
	Chris Jansen
	

	AGR
	Ed Thompson
	Perry Beale
	LEAP
	Curtis Gilbertson
	

	SPI
	Bruce Schneider
	
	JLARC
	Suzanna Pratt
	

	MIL
	Rick Geittmann
	Jonathan Cochran, Dan Miller, Mark Glenn, Lisa Zolman, Clint Lusk
	CTS-OCIO
	Joanne Markert
	Will Saunders, Jason Anderson



WAMAS Notes
1. No indication that there has been mention of WAMAS in Leg session HB or SB.
a. Joanne will reach out to SoS to see if they have any heard of WAMAS mention in the Leg
2. JM, wanted to discuss WAMAS whitelist and how to improve access to use WAMAS. Email reference to Audrey’s “gateway email” sent in January. Craig/Steve; short term – whitelist; long term – credential validation…
3. JM will have discussions on how to create and validate API key to use WAMAS with Ron Buchanon and Scott Green. And she will continue to research….
4. Data processing and review: DW – matching streets to county data and matching address data. What has improved? 400K of 500K address points had an “improved address accuracy” and he will continue to research, why are some better/why some worse?
5. DW needs to touch base with statewide data providers, counties/cities/tribes to resolve inconsistencies with addresses. There are approx. 5k poorly addressed parcels in Pierce and Thurston cnty. Who has the answers?
6. JM will increase database size if necessary to accommodate any needed Melissa or MAF or WAMAS data needs. Steve is concerned that the next WAMAS release should be considerate of data accuracy even when adding new points. Better to wait then send out poor data.
7. Steve and Craig will have ongoing discussion about methods to improve the locators when new data is released. JM will verify data against list kept by Austin.
8. [bookmark: _GoBack]WAMAS Meeting is cancelled for April.
Geospatial Portal
· February 2019 meeting minutes
· Geospatial Portal Steering Committee
· Roles & Responsibilities
· Appendix A:  Geospatial Portal Assignments & Transitions
· Geospatial Open Data Guidelines
· Geographic Information Technology Committee
· Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer
· WaTech Reports > Zero Based Budget Review Full Final Report > search “geospatial portal”
Washington Master Addressing Services
· Washington Master Addressing Services (WAMAS)
· Training Guide
· Technical Support
· Technical Documentation and Flyers
· Accessing WAMAS Services
· Master Addressing Steering Committee (WAMAS)
Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer Policies
· All  |  Geospatial  |  Open Data  |  Security
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Published on Office of the Chief Information Officer (https://ocio.wa.gov)



Home > Policies > Metadata Standard







SCOPE



This standard applies to state of Washington executive branch agencies, agencies headed by separately elected officials, and institutions of higher education referred to as “agencies” throughout this document. Institutions of higher education are exempt but are invited to conform where feasible.  This standard applies to those data shared via state open data portals.



PURPOSE



Establishes the requirement for documenting agency applications, data and data services through the creation and use of metadata. Metadata plays a fundamental role in the successful management of information and services. The objective of this standard is to protect the states investment in significant information assets through standardized documentation.



STANDARD



The Dublin Core and FGDC Metadata Metadata Elements described below (based on Dublin Core and ISO) constitute the minimum metadata elements and are required for all open data state applications, data and data services.  



For geospatial data, application and data services, the minimum metadata elements are extended to include additional fields as outlined in the “Washington Guideline for Geospatial Metadata” as approved by the Geospatial Information Technology Committee (Add link to guidelines).  Geospatial data, applications and data services include explicit coordinates or spatial geometry.  



Non-geospatial data may include location elements that communicate the general location (e.g. fields for county, legislative district, address) and are not required to follow the additional geospatial metadata guidelines.  



Unstructured data, narrative documents, or materials in records retention or archival storage are not required to comply with this standard.



Dublin Core Metadata Basic Standard



All Washington State Agency information systems are expected to include the following data elements in each of the following categories:



Identification  Information



		

Element

		

Description

		

Format/Example



		



Title

		



A name given to the resource.

		

Format: Character



Example: Water Rights Applications



		





Description / Abstract

		





An account, description or overview of the service or resource

		

Format: Character



Example: Pending Water Right Applications in Washington State. Includes both applications for new water rights and to change existing water rights.



		





Service URL

		

Standard web address to access or link to the service or resource.

		

Format: Character



Example:    https://data.wa.gov/Natural-Resources- Environment/Water-Right-Applications/9ubz-5r4b   [1]



		Format

		

The nature or genre of the resource.



To describe the file format, physical medium or dimension of the resource.

		



Format: Character



Example: OGC KML XML, REST



		





Originator

		





The entity responsible for publishing the service or resource.

		

Format: Character



Example: Water Quality Program Manager, Washington Department of Ecology, PO box 42222 Olympia, WA 98504-9999



		



Publication Date

		

The date the service or resource was made available.

		

Format: Date



Example: Oct 11, 2012



		



Metadata language

		

The language the service or resource is published.

		

Format: Character Example: English











Data Theme



		

Element

		

Description

		

Format/Example



		



Theme Topic

		

Identifies which of the 19 ISO Data Categories that the service or resource falls

		

Format: Character



Example: Economic, Environmental, Public Safety











Data Time Period



		

Element

		

Description

		

Format/Example



		



PeriodofTime (optional or delete)

		

The timeframe of data available in the dataset.

		

Format: Character



Example: July 1, 2015-June 30 2016



		





Posting Frequency

		



Planned refresh or update cycle. This is a goal, not a guarantee. Corresponds to Dublin Core value “Coverage (Temporal)”

		

Format: Character Example: Annually Example: Hourly









References



The Dublin Core Metadata Element Set. http://www.dublincore.org/documents/dces/ [2]

Federal Geographic Data Committee FGDC-STD-001-1998 Content Standard for Digital Geospatial Metadata.  http://www.fgdc.gov/metadata/csdgm  [3]

ISO 15836:2009, Information and Documentation –The Dublin Core metadata element set.  http://www.iso.org/iso/catalogue_detail.htm?csnumber=52142    [4]

The Singapore Framework for Dublin Core Application Profiles. http://dublincore.org/documents/singapore-   framework/ [5]



Definitions



Note: In order to keep policies clear and short, definitions are not part of the published policy. The section below is published with the draft but the terms defined will be removed to the common OCIO policy on definitions.





Metadata – data about data. Metadata is a summary document providing content, quality, type, creation and spatial information about a data set or other resource (for example, MP3 files, books, reports, websites, satellite images or GIS datasets).

Dublin Core Metadata Element Set – establishes a standard for cross-domain resource description and has been standardized as the ISO Standard 15836:2009.

ISO – the International Organization for Standardization. They develop and publish international standards. Resource – refer to any objects of interest such as books, reports, datasets, services, applications, websites, satellite images, videos, etc.







CONTACT  INFORMATION



For questions about this policy, please send an email to the OCIO Policy mailbox [6].



REVISION HISTORY



		Date

		Action taken



		October 14, 2015

		Adopted by State CIO



		December 9, 2015

		Approved by Technology Services Board



		February 25, 2019

		Updates from Geospatial Metadata Workgroup







APPROVING  AUTHORITY



/s/ Michael Cockrill

State Chief Information Officer Chair, Technology Services Board





Source URL: https://ocio.wa.gov/policies/metadata-standard



Links:

[1]  https://data.wa.gov/Natural-Resources-Environment/Water-Right-Applications/9ubz-5r4b

[2] http://www.dublincore.org/documents/dces/

[3] http://www.fgdc.gov/metadata/csdgm

[4] http://www.iso.org/iso/catalogue_detail.htm?csnumber=52142

[5] http://dublincore.org/documents/singapore-framework/

[6] mailto:ocio.policy@ocio.wa.gov?subject=Metadata%20Standard

[7] https://ocio.wa.gov/policies/187-open-data-planning

[8] https://ocio.wa.gov/initiatives/open-data/guidance-open-data-definitions

[9] https://ocio.wa.gov/initiatives/open-data/guidance-agency-open-data-plans

[10]    https://ocio.wa.gov/policies/16000-spatial-data-management-policy-standards/16105-application-data-services-metadata

[11]  http://dublincore.org/documents/2012/06/14/dcmi-terms/

[12]  http://www.iso.org/iso/home/store/catalogue_tc/catalogue_detail.htm?csnumber=52142
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March 14, 2019 Geospatial Portal Steering Committee Meeting

Joanne Markert, OCIO

State GIS Coordinator

General Updates

· Final Lidar Plan:  https://www.dnr.wa.gov/publications/ger_wa_lidar_plan_2019.pdf?8hxms9

· NSGIC Conference Update

· Presented on WA imagery consortium project with licensed data and subscription fees is unique approach to statewide imagery.  Other states are interested in doing something similar.  Google has ended their program which licensed imagery to states.

· Presented on GIS Governance in WA.  FGDC is interested in ideas from our model to help implement the Geospatial Data Act at the federal level.  

· USGS has additional matching funds ($5 million) for the BAA grant program.  Looking for more projects to fund.  

· Conferences/Events

· SE WA GIS Meeting April 11th

· Tableau User Group April 16th

· WAGIC Datum 2022 April 18th

· Bill Johnson Carpe Geo presentation Olympia May 21st

· WAURISA Conference in Tacoma May 22 – 23  

· GIS Day Planning – looking for volunteers and a keynote.  Considering changing venues to OB2 due to difficulties getting rooms at 1500 Jefferson.  Opinions or experience on that?  Please contact Joanne.

· Imagery on GeoPortal

· 6 inch data from 2018 will be available on the State GeoPortal by the end of the week

· This is the last imagery deliverable before the end of the contract.

· Expect to send out RFI for next contract within the next 6-8 weeks

· Continue to reserve money in budgets for future years

· Metadata

· Metadata workgroup is proposing to deprecate standards 161.05 and 161.02

· Open Data standard 187.10 would be modified to accommodate spatial data/ metadata needs.  This draft standard is attached for review by the GPSC group.  It is also undergoing review by the Open Data workgroup.  There is interest in that group to “harmonize” the standards.  

· Please review and provide input by April 1st.  Changes will be presented to the GIT in May and then sent for full review by CIO’s after GIT review.  Hopefully this can be adopted in early fall 2019 by the TSB.

· WSU extension offices Flyer

· WAGIC, OCIO and WSU are partnering to develop a flyer that advertises GIS data and services available for agricultural and land use purposes.  The flyer will be shared once complete.  If interested in review, please contact Joanne.

· Other General Updates

· Change Management Application and Dashboard are almost to beta stage for agencies to test.  Link will be sent out shortly for testing/ use.

· Joanne is setting up a meeting with the Office of Cyber Security (OCS) to discuss how to facilitate design reviews for GIS software, tools, etc. in a more comprehensive way.  Portal comes immediately to mind, but will be looking at smoothing this process for agencies as much as possible.  DAHP is going through the design review process right now and has agreed to share lessons learned with the broader community.

· DFW is purchasing the UC and Dev Summit videos for this year.  These will likely be shared on Box again.  Thank you DFW!

· State Parks has instructions on how to add data to Google Maps.  They were able to add park boundaries to google.  Directions are stored on Box.



· Geoportal Stats (Feb 6 - March 13, 2019)

· Top Queries and Datasets:  

· (Query) Boundaries

· 2017 Parcels

· (Query) Biota

· Local Geospatial Open Data

· Users info:

· 3,340+ users

· 26% are direct to geo.wa.gov

· Referrals to geo.wa.gov 

· Top referral is from UW libraries

· 1 referral from data.gov
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