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Action Item from last conference call or meeting

LANDFIRE metadata review – Brian will be putting together a document regarding the metadata review.
Sue did not go IRMWT and thus the GTG work plan was not presented.
GTG June Meeting - Meeting at RSAC in Salt Lake City - Liz Lile is coordinating.
Brad Quayle is our RSAC contact.

Burn Severity and NIROPS presentations are requested by Sue.
Agency updates

Glen will be attending for Skip Edel.
Andrea will not be attending and Shari will be attending for Andrea.

Bill will not attending.  Bill will find someone from FWS.
Agency updates, action plan with be discussed on Tuesday, then on Wednesday RSAC will be presenting.  Liz suggested that we should be doing action plans on the first day.   

Fuels Treatment and Fuel Project Standards (Elise)

Fuels Project Data Standards – Added a column that allows all projections are acceptable

Map scale in 1:24000 in CONUS

And 1:63,000 in AK

Treat local id has to exist but it does not have to be filled in.

Data can stand alone or can be used with NFPORS.    
Treatment local id that can go out to another database.   For instance, if AZ has a local database you would use the treatment local id to link to this database. 

For FACTS in the USFS, again you would use the facts id for the treatment local id.   

Forest Service will not be using NFPORS but FACTS
Are these treatments to NFPORS data a one to one relationship?
In NFPORS, the treatment will be a polygon collected for accomplishment in a FY.

Will NFPORS be dynamically linked with the fuels treatment?   Yes there is a relationship.   At this point we are focusing on prototype on the upload.  There is a deliberate tie.  You should be able to get the polygon and attribute from NFPORS.   

Fuels Project Area – At this point they are not going into NFPORS.   Any horizontal coordinate system and projection, datum that is defined.  – There is a tie to NFPORS and local identifier to other databases that you may want to link too.

Why was there not a data standard for treatment unit?  It was concluded that users were actually collecting treatment not treatment unit.    The treatment unit is not very informative for other application for instance if you are updating LANDFIRE, then it is not very useful to know treatment unit, but you want to know what is on the ground and that is the treatment.

The variables that are in the data standard are the variables that are used in NFPORS.  It is a correct assumption that you can populate some of the attribute when inputting in NFPORS.   

Collection Date – the creation date of the polygon not when the fuel data was created.

Action for Susan – Create a data dictionary with pathfinder office.

Action for GTG Members – Check with agency folks to see if these standards are OK to forward to the DAWG by next conference call/meeting.

