Fall 2007 ASPRS Primary Data Acquisition Division (PDAD) Semi-Annual Meeting Agenda

Sunday, October 27th, 1:00 – 3:00 PM

Alberta Room

Westin Hotel, Ottawa

(Minutes taken by Jon Christopherson.)
Attendees:

· Bob Burtsch, Ferris State University 

· Jon Christopherson, SAIC

· Allen Cook, Northrop-Grumman
· Terry Curtis, Puget Sound regional director

· Kari Craun, USGS

· Robert Eadie (via telephone), Intermap

· Ed Freeborn, L3-Communications
· Bill Heidbreder, NGA St. Louis
· Brian Huberty, FWS

· Len LaFier, Booz-Allen-Hamilton

· George Lee, USGS

· Charles Olsen, ASPRS Director
· Jim Plasker, ASPRS 
· Ted Senese, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources

· Paula Smit, Raytheon

· Greg Stensaas, USGS

· Rollyn Stromen (via telephone), Professor Emeritus at Cal Poly
Review of Agenda & Minutes
· Notice of sessions at this conference that PDAD is sponsoring and their topics

· No copy of minutes from Tampa 2007 meeting, apologies.

· Review of activities & actions take at Tampa 2007 meeting

Briefing from Digital Image Committee:

· Stensaas reported on the Digital Imagery Quality efforts

· These are in response to ASPRS recommendations to USGS in 2000

· Developing a contracting specification guideline; I process of turning that in to a web-based tool to help people develop specification language for contracts

· Manufacturer Certification of digital sensors is underway now.  Completed for four systems or families of systems to date:  Applanix DSS, Leica ADS40, Vexcel UltraCamD, Z/I DMC. 

· There have been some discussions with DiMAC, Airborne Data Systems, Wehrli, and Pictometry, but no actions as of yet. 

· Data Provider Certification is also underway, but not as far along yet.  George Lee has set up a Data Provider Team now, and they are working toward developing the certification definition and process. 

· Imagery quality assessment guidelines are very closely related to the contracting guidelines.  These are under development also. The intent is to be able to develop a statistical base to understand the types of errors and provide this information back to the people interested in quality of data obtained by the federal government. 

· Stensaas is that his goal is to have an implementation 

· Terry Curtis asked if there was information available from the first four Manufacturer Certifications.  Stensaas said that the reports are in development and will be posted to the USGS website. 
· George Lee noted that the goal is to run these four aspects of the QA Plan through the ASPRS for approval and recommendations. 

· Charles Olson asked if the Manufacturer Certification addresses “Chain of Custody” issues with digital imagery for court purposes.  The Archive committee is very concerned about this.  Olson said that he thinks that as a society we need to address this.  

· Christopherson asked if this is something that PDAD could sponsor a special session on admissibility, technical possibilities and challenges of accomplishing this, and possible steps forward.
· Chuck Olson said that what they would like to see is a protocol that, if followed, would make imagery admissible in court. 

· Freeborn said that they were working with the FBI about certifying video and camera operators.  If we were interested, we might be able to work with them. 

· Much varied discussion followed.  This could be a candidate for further proposal upwards in ASPRS.
Discussion about Portland 2008:

· Stensaas asked where we stand for the 2008 Portland conference with papers, presentations, sessions. 
· Huberty/Olson asked if we had a session for thermal. 

· Stensaas said that the idea of having a panel session on the archivability/ traceability/ admissibility of digital imagery issues. 

· Eadie said that he would do the same LIDAR session as before

· Eadie asked if we, as a group, thought we wanted to do an IFSAR session. 

· Lee suggested a session on using digital aerial in traditionally “remote sensing” applications. 

· The topic of use of imagery for firefighting, in light of the recent California fires.  Much discussion followed. 

· Stensaas recapped ideas for sessions and sponsors/moderators:

· QA/Digital Archive/Traceability – could be multiple separate sessions (Tom Holm & Archive Committee)

· Thermal  (Chuck Olson/Brian Huberty)

· LIDAR – (Eadie)

· Digital Camera Applications (remote sensing, fire monitoring, etc.) (Lee)

· Digital Camera Operators & Owners (Huberty)

· Olson said he’d like to see the Archivability topic pushed back onto Tom Holm and his committee. Let’s encourage them to lead it. 

· Olson approved a workshop at Portland ’08 on the fundamentals of photo interpretation. Russ Congelton has approved this. 

· Huberty said that he will probably do his Digital Camera Overview workshop again. 

ISPRS Plenary is in Beijing, China 2008.  

· Abstracts have been extended into November (Nov. 5th?)

· George Lee and Kari Craun are writing an abstract to establish an International Manufacturer Certification process. 

· Stensass reported on informal discussions that have been held with EuroSDR, Canada, Australia, others about the need to cooperate internationally. Greg said that this is a good topic to propose to Commission I or Commission IV.

· Olson said that his experience has been that only US, UK and maybe some others send wide variety of people to ISPRS.  Most countries attendees are government-appointed and regard things happening here as governmental.  Thus, a US paper or proposal might be viewed as US attempt to interfere with others. 
· Stensaas mentioned how there is an effort underway to characterize and calibrate satellites uniformly around the world. We talk a lot about aerial in PDAD, but there is a lot of activity going on with satellites too. 

Direct Georeferencing Committee:

· No word from Mohammed Mustafa.

· No updates from anyone else in attendance. 

In-Situ Calibration:

· Stensaas described supported work done by Ed Freeborn to develop ideas for in-situ calibration. 

· Ed Freeborn described the process on how ASPRS has decided to propose funding work desired by the committees. 

· Ed did a study definition for in-situ calibration. Based on ideas initially discussed with Stensaas, Christopherson, and Freeborn.  Ed wrote up a “study definition” and submitted it to Stensaas in September, but has not heard back yet. 
· Stensaas said that this is a start, but probably not ready to go forward yet.  Greg suggests that this now needs to be reviewed by PDAD members before sending it higher. 

· Freeborn described the paper

· 1) Understand the industry trends in in-situ calibration

· 2) Recommends a systems-engineering approach to this.  In particular: setting up a group of people to look at user requirements, then get into test and evaluation. Will likely need broader base than IADIWG.

· 3) Set up a study to group to explore joint and cooperative funding for operations, etc. 

· 4) Opportunities for radiometry, others. 

· Lee said that he thinks we should be pushing for standards for in-situ calibration.  Once these are done, then we look at how we fund them; perhaps this is where industry can help out. 

· Kari Craun asked if this was to ask money from USGS or ASPRS?

· Stensaas described how USGS is in the process of establishing five in-situ sites for Data Provider Certification.  

· Stensaas said that we have a good baseline document in what Ed has written.  We need to decide how we go forward. Maybe break it into phases or options. 

· Jim Plasker said that the benefit of funding is that you get a broader community-wide input, and it is done under the ASPRS, and published. 

· Bill Heidbreder said that he would like to see this paper.  Stensaas said that he would take the action to send this to the group. 

· Plasker said that the next critical thing is to identify the list of critical candidates to be on this blue-ribbon (or whatever) panel.  Also, it would be easier for them to do this as a contract than as a grant (much more paperwork with a grant). 

Miscellaneous:

· Jim Plasker had a message that came from the New York Times.  “How can I best illustrate the difference in resolution?”  He will forward this to Greg Stensaas.
· Greg Stensaas also mentioned that Bob Ryan at NASA Stennis is continuing to work on the Digital Imagery Guidelines. 

· Ed Freeborn said that the Department of Justice has come out with guidelines and issues for Law Enforcement agencies in choosing/using Unmanned Aerial Systems (UAS) in law enforcement activities.
