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	Meeting Minutes
	
	

	Management Topics – 9:00 AM to 10:00 AM
None
Technical Topics – 10:00 AM to Noon
1) Building Queries for Data Extracts - Task 3.010
 DNR – extracts by attributes (date, type, process) and added/changed lines
DFW – by fish presence

2) Rules and Procedures for Importing Data - Task 3.020
Initial Impression of Combined Line work on Deep Creek
· PNW hydro had 13 records less than DNR; 34 records don’t exist in DNR data - many type 9 streams were deleted by DNR but are still present in PNW data from 2000; there are additional lines added by DNR that have water type surveys and they need to remain;  1/8 of the line work are different or lines are missing; there are tribs in the PNW data that don’t exist in DNR or DFW data;
Initial Impression of Combined Line work on Derby Canyon
· Very few major changes at the bottom portion of the watershed; there were streams with fish presence on federal lands; the density of streams wasn’t consistent; the extent of streams channels at the upper reaches was inconsistent.
Initial Data Import and Consolidation of Hydrography Data

· An initial review of federals lands will be done by DNR and DFW before data is incorporated into the PNW Clearinghouse data set.  Based on the Rules, only fish present streams, streams that have been field surveyed and streams that flow across state and federal lands will be incorporated

· All other lines from DNR will be incorporated directly into the PNW Clearinghouse data for later review and assessment

· All fish presence line work from DFW will be contained in a separate database for initial assessment and where applicable submitted to the TFW review process for inclusion.

Rules for Integrating Regulatory Hydrography Data:
· Rule # 1 – Washington is building a data set that works on all Washington state lands and is as consistent across the landscape as possible. When information is sent to the PNW Clearinghouse only line work below the agreed upon Pour Points will be forwarded to the Clearinghouse for inclusion.
· Rule # 2 - DNR and WDFW have no jurisdiction on Federal Lands but…

· they do have a concern and interested when fish are presence and waters flows between federal and state lands
· All DNR type 9 (U1) streams on federal lands will be removed from initial data imports in the future.  If the stream crosses back and forth between state lands those segments will remain.
· Lines that were field surveyed will remain in the database as documented regardless of where they fall.
· If DNR or DFW have an issue with federal line work, then the line work will be submitted to USFS/BLM for assessment and review.

· Rule # 3 – DNR and DFW have jurisdiction on State and Private Lands

· All line work from DNR will be incorporated into the PNW Clearinghouse data.  Order of importance of DNR data 1) field surveyed; 2) a modeled stream; 3) fish presence; 4) type 9 stream (U1)
· Line work that is not present in DNR but is present in the PNW Clearinghouse will be removed once it is reviewed and determined to be in-accurate.

· All DFW fish presence line work, if new or significantly different than DNR’s, will be submitted to the TFW Concurrence Review Process for approval before being added to the combined database.  DNR and DFW will compare the “f” streams for consistency
· Rule # 4 - Spatial Changes on State and Private Lands

· Spatial changes in lines that are less than 100’ or substantially minor do not need to go through the TFW Concurrence Review Process.  It will be up to the DNR/DFW/ECY hydro data stewards to determine how they want to handle the change

· The DNR/DFW/ECY hydro data stewards will determine how they want to handle changes in line differences – wiggles; the extensions of lines in the headwaters; and connections that are different.  It is after this review that it will be determined if the changes need to go through the TFW Concurrence Review Process
3) Preparations for NHD Geo Edit Tool training
 
4) Geo Edit Tool installation progress
 
Decision Item:

Step 1 Milestone (1.090): The official decision about whether we are doing the project in 9.1 or 9.2 is due.  At the Nov. 27, 2007 meeting it was concurred that this project will occur using the 9.1 version of the GeoEdit Tools. 
Next Meeting:  December 11, 2007
Agenda Topic:
 
1) Post Training Discussion
2) Jurisdictional Overlap -- Document Hydro Update Scenarios (Geometry & Attributes)
Task 3.1.03
3) Import DNR updated geometry and attributes into NHD data created in Step 2 - Western WA watershed (below USFS/State Pour Points & above 20 cfs points)



