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I spoke with Gayle Krietman who is our business expert on a new internal system named Hydraulic Permit Management System.  The system users are staff biologists who are doing review/approval work on HPAs.  She identified a few additional requirements as follows:

 

1.  The app should be able to accept a geographic coordinate as input (first priority would be Lat/Long in WGS84) and return various spatial attributes associated with the point.  The justification for this is threefold:   many of these HPAs occur in areas that are remote where addresses are not known;  the road network used for geocoding is probably inadequate in such areas; and the nearest location on the road to the site may have different spatial attributes than the site itsself.

 

2.  A desireable returned value would be wria stream catalog number.   This is an old reference system that is still being used.  Martin Hudson is building a layer that could be queried.  He expects the layer to be complete by November and WDFW would steward the layer.

 

3.  Returned driving directions would be extremely useful.   Perhaps we could utilize existing routing services through a commercial provider.  Some discussion regarding cost recovery would be in order.

 

4.  Location (above/below) relative to ordinary high water and mean higher water marks.   I believe this is an element of the existing Jarpa form for some types of apps.  I'm not sure what the source of this information would be.

 

5.  As part of the existing waterbody requirement, Gayle suggested the application return what stream the waterbody is tributary to.  This might be a challenge to derive from existing hydrography but it would be worth looking at particularly if others have the same interest.

 

A couple of simple attributes that are not necessarily needed for HPMS but would have some value would be soil series (from DNR.  I think this is on the Jarpa form as well) and LLID.  I like this last one because it would force us to reach consensus on this from a state perspective.

 

At some future point, we might want to consider introducing a whole new level of complexity to handle linear and polygonal project areas, above and beyond the current scope of points as project sites
  

