Manitoba Land Initiative Meeting

MINUTES  November 10 , 2000, 10:00-11:30

Office of Information Technology, Boardroom, 1100-215 Gerry Street
Attendees: 
Kip Tyler (Conservation), Gary Fraser (CCA), Chris Green (Health), Andy Bibik (ITM), Hartley Pokrant (Conservation), Ed Alexander (ManWeb), Larry Phillips (IA), Jadranka Paskvalin, Chair (OIT) 

Absent: 
Darren Brothers (AGR), Dan Buhler (HWY), Dirk Bolger (GS)

Guests: 
Cleo Fletcher (OIT), Pishak Wayne(OIT)

AGENDA:

Public access  to the MLI database
TB submission will be submitted by OIT and Conservation.   There are still several unresolved issues that influence content of the TB submission and its recommendations.  The TB submission can not be completed until these issues are cleared.  
:

Three things that we will recommend
Issues (to be resolved/still missing)

access to public
1. How – free vs fee

· cost/benefit analysis- still missing data on the IU – who is using IU and to what extent - what is the revenue – must not be any guessing here – Action: Dept of Conservation
· other provinces – completed partially 

· Geoconnections’ study report – expected in January- Action: Kip to follow up
· Concerns from CCA and IGA included


2. technical architecture – solved (almost) see attached diagram
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3. costing structure –  three options – free, subscription fee and storefront – a hard copy distributed at the meeting


4. corporate e-government policy on charging fees for government data /democracy issues.  What is value added data vs basic data – what are the current departmental policies.  – Action: Wayne will prepare draft document on this “fairly quickly”

stop paying $150,000 to Linnet

Data ownership issues (aside from ortho photos and quarter section grid) 

(1) 
Any other sharing arrangement with Linnet – outstanding royalties???

Need to update Appendix on MLRIS (March ’00) – Action: Dept of Conservation

(2) 
Separate contract between Mines and Linnet – this seems not to be a part of 150,000 deal – Linnet is getting % of revenue.  A paragraph to clear this out is necessary. Action: Dept of ITM/Conservation

(3) 
Again Essential question: who is using IU and to what extent - Action: Dept of Conservation

redirect these funds to government
To whom will depend on everything from above
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