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Relevant to the Discussion

• The Content Standard for Digital Geospatial 
Metadata (CSDGM) was introduced in 1994

• We currently don’t have a national system to 
manage everyone’s metadata – we’re ‘floundering’

• A very large number of GIS Users across the nation 
(possibly 75%) simply don’t document their data to 
the CSDGM Standard (or any other standard)

• The GIS Inventory was designed to help capture 
those users



Purpose of the GIS Inventory

• Track the status of GIS in state and local government 
– Provides the status of data development for planning purposes
– Characterizes the User Community (many system & policy 

questions)
– Can’t manage what you don’t understand

• Locate data and users 
• Works in concert with federal programs for broad data 

discovery
• Provides a single national inventory tool

– Reduces the need for the multiple inventories conducted by 
federal and state agencies



Not a Metadata tool

• Ramona is a management info system
• Most metadata systems produce card catalogs 

(not dependable for finding all information)

• We produce CSDGM compliant metadata 
because it is the standard for connecting to 
other systems

• We plan to import existing metadata from state 
clearinghouses and other tools, but this 
information will not fully populate the GIS 
Inventory database – DHS is funding this effort



Example from Wisconsin report based on 
the GIS Inventory



State Clearinghouse Nodes

• Information from May 2011 provided by previous 
GOS Portal Team
– 60 Registered State Clearinghouse Nodes

• 67 Harvested Sites
– 59,385 Metadata Records
– 18 have less than 25 metadata records
– Idaho had 17,753 metadata records (30%)
– Last harvest dates for nodes ranged from 

October 2005 to May 2011
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Issue 1: Name Game
Controlled Data Fields versus Free Text

– Digital Imagery
– Digital Photography
– Imagery 
– Photography
– Aerial Photography
– Aerial Photos
– Aerial Imagery
– Satellite Imagery
– Orthoimagery
– Orthophotography

– Digital Orthoimagery
– Digital Orthophotography
– Quarter Quads
– DOQQs
– Digital Quads
– NAIP Imagery
– 133 Cities Imagery

Digital Orthophotography/Orthoimagery



Issue #2: Data Integration

• Controlled Fields
– For data, we control entries for source material, 

scale, update frequency and other pieces of 
information

– GIS Inventory may compromise on select fields to 
simplify ingestion

– Remaining fields will very likely require one-time 
human interaction to import data from 
Clearinghouse sites



Issue #3: Scope of Metadata
• GIS Inventory

– Sections 1 & 7 Complete
– Partial information from 

Sections 2 through 6 is in 
the title and abstract

• Full CSDGM Metadata 
– All 7 Sections



Issue #4: Scope of All Data

• GIS Inventory
– Managed as a database
– Focus is wide

• User
• Organization
• Systems
• Policies
• Geography
• Data

• Clearinghouse Nodes
– Managed as a catalog
– Focus is narrow

• Data



Issue #5: Apples and Oranges

GIS Inventory (GIS Data)
National Cadastral Data

Operate Differently

The same may be true for 
the Clearinghouse Nodes



Completed a Crosswalk



Completed Options – Now Costs

Met with the states to get their input and then 
circulated document for final comments.



Next Steps

• Build basic function to ingest and manage State 
Clearinghouse information by September
– Ability to export this information in CSDGM and ISO 

formats
• Include an incremental approach that will allow us to 

build additional functions into the System as funding 
is available



Questions ?
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