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Hoebelheinrich’s presentation:
Reviewed 3 different methods for documenting geospatial data; PREMIS, CIESEN’s Guidelines for Electronic Records (GER), and FGDC’s content standard on the following criteria – environment, semantic underpinnings, domain specific terminology, provenance, data trustworthiness, data quality, and appropriate use. The review concluded that all had some strengths and weaknesses.

FGDC: 

Pros: Rich in detail, ubiquity, and specific.
Cons: Complex, poor at describing file components relationships of a resource, poor at describing resources once in the archive.
GER: 


Pros: Comprehensive, focused on preservation.
Cons: Not well known, no data dictionary, unclear on how to tag objects, and poor at describing resources once in the archive.
PREMIS: 

Pros:  Focused on preservation, can describe resources once in archive, can describe file component relationships of a resource.
Cons: Generic, so not specific enough for geospatial data, poor at documenting data quality, appropriate use, provenance, and data trustworthiness.

She concluded that a combination of PREMIS and FGDC’s content standard would likely be the best course, as PREMIS solves the pressing issue of describing a resource once it enters an archive, while FGDC solves the problems of specificity and detail.

Finally, the presentation noted current challenges:

-Unavailability of domain specific metadata, and how one might contact the data’s creators
-lack of accepted standard, how one determines what is truly necessary in using data sets

-getting more research done on “significant properties” or the last 4 criteria examined in the review.

Erwin’s Presentation
Erwin presented a paper that discussed creating collection development policies for geospatial data, and acquisition of geospatial data. 
She noted that “a collection development policy is like a road map; it tells where you want to go, but it leaves out the pot holes and detours once you actually collect it.”

-Policies should serve as an example, or way to formalize geospatial data collection policies, determining what data is at-risk and needs to be archived. Collection development policies also address metadata format, versioning, proprietary formats, data set size, and ownership/access.

In developing policies, started with general policies and worked towards more specific ones. One of the main differences in geospatial data policies from simply a map collecting one, is that  geospatial data policies have a much broader scope, collecting at a national level.

What was learned:
Metadata creation for digital works is time-consuming. An example presented is that some types of data (such as a cover for an atlas or a globe) has no coordinates, making it difficult to enter in a geospatial system. A related issue is that metadata for groups of files has to be attached to the entire group, so that nothing’s left out.

Additionally,  in collecting data from sites that depend on traffic for funding, one needs to be able to redirect archive viewers back to the original site whenever possible, so they don’t lose page views from having their information archived.
Conclusion: One can’t just gather data then dump it in an archive; there are specific circumstances attached to what is archived, and it makes it a slower, more involved process. Collection is complex, labor intensive and challenging, and it helps if a person in one’s organization is focused on it, and that you have good policies on it.

Q and A:
Q: Concerning derived data sets, in Utah decisions are based on GIS, how does one keep track of it all?

A: Anything one can keep, especially the building blocks, the files, the executables, and if one can keep track of it within the stages of the project that helps.

Q: Can you explain what you mentioned on LOCKSS?

A: LOCKSS, which is based on replication, becomes unwieldy for large data sets due to the effort in replicating them many times over.

Q: What sort of criteria do you use for your collection policy?

A: Ultimately it’s subjective. We don’t have a definitive way to decide how often to collect a particular source of data (quarterly vs. annually) other than sitting down and discussing it. Over time we get a feel for it, but we still don’t know today what we’re going to need to look at 10, 20 years from now.
