



[image: image1.jpg]< Welcome to Geospatial
Information Systems Council,




Connecticut Geospatial Information Systems Council

Hydrography Data Framework Subcommittee
Department of Environmental Protection

79 Elm Street, Room # 6A

Hartford, CT 06106-5127
Wednesday, September 8, 2010
10:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.
DRAFT:
The June 9, 2010 Hydrography Data Framework Subcommittee meeting minutes are not official or binding until accepted by the Hydrography Data Subcommittee Framework at the next meeting on Wednesday, September 8, 2010.
Members Present:
· Howie Sternberg, Chairperson, DEP 
· Corrine Fitting, DEP
· Walter Tokarz, DEP

· Carl Zimmerman, DEP

Members Absent:

· Elizabeth Ahearn, USGS

· Mary Becker, DEP

· Cary Chadwick, DEP

· Michael Hogan, DOT

· Armanda Freitas, DOT
· Kevin O’Brien, DEP

Guest Attendance: N/A

Call to Order:

The meeting was called to order at 10:00 a.m. by Howie Sternberg.
Review of March 10, 2010 Hydrography Data Subcommittee Meeting Minutes:
Members reviewed and accepted the March 10, 2010 Hydrography Data Subcommittee meeting minutes as written.
Membership:
Howie Sternberg indicated the CT Department of Agriculture expressed interest in the Hydrography Data subcommittee and has been invited to become a member.  Carl Zimmerman is working with a getting representation from local government and possibly the US Army Corps of Engineers. 
Review of the Hydrography Framework Data Subcommittee webpage:
The subcommittee reviewed the current Hydrography Framework Data Subcommittee webpage and agreed to revise the content to include a mission statement and set of objectives that related specifically to hydrography data.  During the meeting, the subcommittee worked on a draft copy, which will be emailed to all members for final review and comments before posting.  The subcommittee decided to expand the webpage to include some facts about Connecticut water bodies and list currently available hydrography GIS data.
Review of Hydrography section in the Connecticut Geographic Framework Data report:
The subcommittee agreed to reschedule this topic for discussion for the September 8, 2010 meeting.
Assessment of 1:24,000-scale Hydrography Data:
Howie Sternberg reported on the intended use and functional capabilities of the Hydrography data available from DEP originally based on USGS Digital Line Graph (DLG) data. 
· The hydrography data includes waterbody features depicted on 7.5 minute, 1:24,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps published by the USGS.
· DEP publishes hydrography in three levels of detail – hydrography, water bodies, and named water bodies.

· DEP extended the functional capabilities of the hydrography data by adding the following attributes.
· For cartographic purposes, symbology fields were included to simplify the classification of line and polygon features for cartographic purposes.  Used for establishing standard symbology.
· Water body Identification number fields were added to uniquely identify named inland and coastal water body features. Used to relationally associate other business data to individual features or to search for and select individual water bodies by name.

· Feature scale level field added to control the number of features displayed at different map scales.  Used to improve drawing performance and feature density.
· Hydrography polygon and line feature geometry is the basis for defining the shape of features in other data maintained by DEP such as town boundaries that coincide with a stream or water body features represented in soil, surficial material and bedrock geology geographic data.  This standard establishes waterbody feature consistency between different 1:24,000 scale data.
Carl Zimmerman and Walter Tokarz shared their observations with using the hydrography data, pointing out the following areas in which the data could be improved.
· Due to a source map scale of 1:24,000 (1”=2,000’), hydrography water body polygon and line features do not coincide and line up with information visible on more up-to-date and accurate orthophotographs or locations collected in the field using GPS.
· Tidal waters and inland waters are not differentiated.
· Intermittent streams are not identified according to the CT definition of intermittent streams.

Next Steps:

Carl Zimmerman will pursue expanding membership to include representation from other agencies, organizations, and users of hydrography data.
Members agreed to review the Hydrography section in the Connecticut Geographic Framework Data report to prepare for revising this section of the report by the end of the calendar year.

For the September 8, 2010 meeting, Walter Tokarz agreed to present the USGS National Hydrography Dataset, which contains a flow direction network that traces the water upstream or downstream in Connecticut and adjoining states.
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