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Primary Milestones:
“Version 1 of database complete (internal; not to be shared): At least one-third of counties participating; these will be the "early adopter" counties. The goal is to begin to address data integration issues without waiting for complete statewide participation. Version 1 dataset will be incomplete, but will have developed and tested tools to be used later for Version 2. Version 1 will focus on the identification of common parcel/address attributes to help define common data model, as well as testing of methods to extract and transform data, and "extract" address data from the data sources. This phase also involves additional data requests for Version 2 and documentation of any data sharing issues. Consultants in place.”

Version 1 Database was delivered to the Public Service Commission on December 30th 2013.  This deliverable included address points and parcels for a selection of 20 counties.  As outlined in the timeline for the project, this was an interim delivery focusing on testing methods to extract and transform data.  Several specific items and issues were not focused upon in this deliverable.  These items will receive attention in later phases of the project, where the focus will be on revising common data model attributes, modifying extract/transform methods, and refining address parsing methods. 

Consultants for project from UW State Cartographer’s Office have been in place since project outset.  County advisory team has been in place since July 2013. 

Corresponding Primary Activities:
1. Refinement of data repository upload and ETL processes
2. Document data sharing issues
3. Completion of Version 1 database
4. Refinement of data repository/data model
5. Data requests for Version 2 database
6. Examination of integration issues and identification of solution options (ETL, edge matching, etc.)
a. Identified common data integrity issues existent in submitted data and begun development of quality control measures for rectifying the resulting problems.
b. Version 1 database provided insight into anomalies and inconsistencies in the ETL process and master workflow that need to be accounted for in future versions.
7. Attempt to prototype the integration process using readily-available county data sets
a. Version 1 database was the first full-scale implementation of our master workflow.  The production of this deliverable was effectively a working prototype of the full integration process.

