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Catalog Workgroup process

e Review of workg

Ip process to this point

e Recommendatic onhale



Background & Review

e (Qver the last year

e Evaluated 18 online catalogs / atlases:

e easy to navigate user interface & search features

e the abilit load and edit their own

monito



Background & Review

e |dentified 3 existing online catalogs / atlases as
potential collaborators

e Gulf of Mexico Alliance (GOMA) Catalog of Monitoring
Programs (develo hiversity of Miami)

 Water Atlas (develc yersity of South Florida)

of Monitoring Programs) and USF
[ e-proposals
a.F-'



Background & Review

 Pre-proposal Reviews

e June and August

 Workgroup intent sess both USF Water
10} _a JAonitoring



Background & Review

Comparison of pre-proposals:

system could probably be
designed to be portable

Additional Server cost $4,000 + $220/yr. hosting fees
Information (included in above costs)
Costed out as separate system from GOM A
catalog; costs may be less depending upon
alignment of FWRMC M C features with those of
GOMA MC

Maintenance .. costs are based

fromtihseofpreviouslydevel
applications and the fact that the W
mapped about 45% of the state of FIorida-Iw

resources and data sites.




Background & Review

Comparison

* Estimated cost and completion time - similar

* Water Atlas staff r to have more
experience with ] databases and

GIS.

port and
project
g Programs -




Recommendation

e 4 of 6 participants in October Catalog
Workgroup meeting voted to recommend USF
as developer of atalog

.
- 1 abstained

- 1 refrai

-



Decisions, Decisions .

e |f USF selected, should the Monitoring Catalog be part
of the existing Water Atlas website, or a separate app?
(either option is fe

. How much tlme IS ciate monitoring sites



Decisions, Decisions. . .

e What metadata elements to include in the
Catalog?

nat level of deta




Metadata Challenges

where the rubber meets the road. . . .

e Who monitors/ed?

e Organization and project name are desirable; program
names subject to change

e Contact personani : full discussion needed to resolve

* What is being monitc
°* uniques

(prima _ &

(

i

J‘r' [
b

t additional

g
bt

by station, or link to
| é

—



Metadata Challenges

where the rubber meets the road . . .

e When are/were stations monitored?

e Period of record
e Start date

e Where a
e Lats/lg

2 the st

e Wh Was -;iﬂ r' g co

1l



Metadata Challenges

 Explored Southeast Coastal Water Quality
Monitoring Metadata Web Portal:

e could be used tarting point

e Start aqd end d eters measured

g . whe’d‘!er name
or this external db



Metadata in SE Coastal Data Portal

otion of the site or statia
site or station is located in

Jocation description information
features or context

Geographic latitude in decimal degrees
Geographic longitude in decimal degrees

no 8-digit hydrologic unit code Wauto-generated if missin

no 12-digit hydrologic unit code
Yes (if
DateStart available) Date the monitoring activity started

DateEnd no Date the monitoring activity ended (blank fﬁbngoing)

WebsiteUrl no Address (URL) for a web page describing the site or station
Address (URL) for a web page or FTP site for obtaining data from the
DataUrl no station
Yes (if List of parameters (variables) measured at the station, including STORET codes or
Parameters available) units and methods when possible

e auto-generated if missi




Questions and Discussion
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