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Attendees:
Sandra Dyre, ADOA
Curtis Pulford, SCO
Gene Trobia, UofA
Tim Colman, SCO
Ryan Johnson, ASLD
Brian Bajusak, AZDOR
Phil Ponce, EMS
Jason Howard, MAG
Eric Feldman, Maricopa County
Sue Smith ADEMA
Kevin Blake, Yavapai
James Meyer, ADOT
David Baily, USFS
Lucas Murray, ADES
Tom Elder, City of Phoenix
Brian Brady, City of Yuma
Marcus Wilson, ADES
Howard Ward, TSSW
Paul Barbeau, AZDHS
Boyd Larkin, ADOR
Nicole Eiden, AZGFD
Leslie Stovall, GRIC
Matthew Deveney, GRIC
Bo Guo, GISTIC
Stephanie Washington, ADE
Ayan Mitra, ASU

Call to order: 10:04

Approval of minutes from last meeting
Motion to approve minutes from March 11, 2015 was made by Jason Howard and seconded by Paul Barbeau.  Motion was passed unanimously.


Address and Roads Project Update
Howard Ward reported the following Address and Roads Project update to the committee.  End of project funding was used to maximize the number of address points available to the state.  Seven of 15 counties are processed. Five of seven counties are out for review.  He expects all counties to be processed within one month. 

Gene Trobia gave an update on the address editing tool. He reported that most of the approved tasks are completed or near completion. There are some tasks remaining and a meeting is planned to determine the remaining resources and identify who will perform the tasks.  Nathan Casler from the U of A is the main programmer on the project and he has accepted a new position in Illinois.  Nathan is wrapping up his tasks on the address editing tool and should complete his work on the application this week. The application will be available for bête testing in the near future. U of A is continuing to interface with ASU-ISSR to facilitate the smooth transition of the application into the AZGEO Clearinghouse.

Jim Meyer gave an update on developing the data supply chain to build a sustainable system to provide road data into AZGEO. The process includes editing, updates and QA procedures to populate the road data. Approved updates will be incorporated into the database on a transactional basis. The final version is still in process but it is getting close to being developed. Jim is pushing for the process to be a simple as possible. He is hoping to have a lot of eyes on the data to assure quality and that the format is useful for a number of business purposes. There will be a presentation at AGIC on the Data Supply Chain for the AZ All Roads Network. This will not be a final product, but will continue to be improved as it gets used and further developed.

Curtis: is there a difference between the initial supply and what gets updated in the process? Will AZGEO see the app before the full roll out? Jim said yes and there will be iterations of the updates pending final approval and incorporation into the DB. There will be something in AZGEO sooner than later that is as representative as possible. Hopefully the data will be more consistent and point out where there are discrepancies. He believes this will be true of address data.

Jim is hoping to make a communication tool that allows communities to interact with the data so that locals can correct the data for the next update. This can be geometry or attribution between jurisdictions. Tim asked if the project is done by October then will it continue to be improved. Jim said that as long as he can get funding he intends to improve the system. For instance, Esri is rolling out a web tool for Roads and Networks and he hopes to leverage that application. This may lessen the cost of locals to participate. In any case he plans to improve the application as possible.

Gene reported on the possibility of fed funding to integrate the work done between the Address project and the Roads project. There are many technical issues to address to have this integration occur.

Curtis said that he is hopeful that we may be able to obtain further federal funding to keep things moving. USDOT may use AZ as a best practices model for a project to highlight.

Curtis is hoping that he can get new updates of address databases that could be used for improving addresses in AZ. He would like to implement a geocoder based on the best available data and make an application available. He is hoping to have an interim geocoder available as he can bring resources together. That is the intention but there is no firm schedule for roll out.

Sandy asked why the applications were not developed to be integrated more. Gene said that the issues of funding and purpose of the funding were reasons it was not more integrated. Gene also said that as the NAD and USDOT prioritizes this data, things will continue to change and become more integrated.

9-1-1 Working Group Report: Sandy Dyre
The 911 working group has been developing standards and documentation that she would like volunteers from the Data Committee to review. The technical group is trying to incorporate the best standards and methodology to use for Arizona. Jim asked what the accuracy requirements included. Geometry and attributes? Sandy replied that indicated that address correctness is important and needs to be in the right location so the call can get routed properly. Howard added that the three counties that have been worked on included spatial accuracy. The other counties did not include a location standard. Jim asked because he wonders is address location can be added to the work he is doing with the road supply chain application. He would like to not duplicate efforts as possible.

It is important that the address be named properly, the address points need to be located accurately and polygons need to be consistent so the calls can be routed properly and responders get to the right location. Gene suggested that we look at including location guidelines in to the AZ standards.

Volunteers were requested and Bo Guo, Leslie Stovall, Paul Barbeau volunteered and asked if there was a deadline for reviews. Tentative deadline for work group is July 16 and full review later in fall. This will be the first version and will continue to be developed as it is used and national standards continue to evolve.

AGIC Data Sharing Document review report: Sandy Dyre

Would like to have a group review the document to review and edit the document for update and presentation to AGIC. A final draft will be presented to AGIC. Volunteers include Tim Colman, Curtis Pulford, Matthew Deveney, Ryan Johnson, Gene Trobia, Bo Guo and Eric Feldman. Curtis brought up other efforts and Sandy would like to include how new statutes may affect data sharing since the last drafts were developed. The draft needs to be updated. This can tie into the geocoder and its accuracy. Curtis would like to develop documentation for non-GIS types.

Jim asked whether the Geospatial Act (check exact title) would affect state data sharing. Gene said it is intended for the federal government, but could influence states because build once and use many will save time and money. That could be a best practice for states. Also, as states use fed funds to develop data, then states that contribute data to the feds as part of the programs will have that data become public domain.

ADEQ Schools Working Group: Tim Colman

ADEQ representative Debra Crouse reported to the committee that work continues.  ADEQ would like to get out of the business of maintaining the dataset. Tim added that the work group is trying to develop a system that can be maintained by a custodian agency to update the schools database. 

The work group’s objective is to develop a system to maintain and update the schools dataset.  It is intended that the system will put the least burden on whichever agency ultimately takes over the custodial role.  The systems being worked on will be as automatic as possible and may leverage the FME server on AZGEO Clearinghouse.  The first step of developing this process is to identify all of the appropriate sources for school data.  It was acknowledged that ADE maintains 90% of the data required and the challenge is defining and identifying the remaining 10% of data sources.  ADE is expected to take a big role and other agencies will also participate. Paul Barbeau said that Health maintains this data because Health tracks the location of students. 

Gene asked who maintains school district boundaries.  ALRIS has the school district dataset.  Lucas Murray brought up that the Census has a district boundary dataset. We can check to see if these data sets agree or identify what data is best and what agency might be the best custodian for district polygons. 

Bo Guo reported that the AZ Corporation Commission should have the addresses for all of the private schools in Arizona while ADE maintains the charter schools.  Bo is willing to help out to see if we could get private school locations to compliment the public school data.  Bo is experienced with FME server and was added to the membership of the Schools Work Group.

County Boundary Discussion: Curtis

He brought up that there is a need to identify the authoritative data source for county boundaries. He would like to have consensus on what data should be used as the authoritative county boundary dataset. Jim Meyer said that the ALRIS county boundary is not accurate enough for transportation purposes. Especially in urban areas.

Gene asked if the GCDB was different from ALRIS and if the GCDB included local survey data. Ryan Johnson said that the GCDB is incorporating local data but it is not done yet. 

AZGEO is supposed to be the authoritative data source for GIS data. How do we optimize the county boundary data set for multiple applications?

Curtis will work on a process to identify what ALRIS has as the state and county boundaries and identify what we believe represents the best data to portray the boundaries. Brian would like a starting point for establishing county boundaries.

Other business:

Jim Meyer reported that GIS-T will be in Arizona in 2017.

Next meeting scheduled for Oct 14.
Meeting adjourned at 11:48.






