SELF-EVALUATION OF COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES

Please complete the entire form.  It is understood that all committees are not equally involved in all possible activities and there may be “not applicable” sections.  Diversity amongst committees is valuable.  Other committees in Group 1 will be able to learn from your shared experiences.

COMMITTEE NAME AND NUMBER:  Urban Data and Information Systems (A1D08) 

COMMITTEE CHAIRPERSON: Ed Christopher
DATE: February 16, 2004

1. Committee Scope:   This area should include the statement from the TRB Directory.
This committee is interested in the design, collection, analysis, and reporting of transportation supply and demand data needed to support urban and metropolitan transportation planning efforts. In particular, the committee is interested in developing the data requirements of new and innovative techniques for measuring and monitoring the performance of metropolitan transportation systems; and in evaluating changes in demographic and urban travel characteristics. In terms of household and other transportation surveys, the committee is concerned with the analysis, reporting, archiving, and dissemination of results and data products. The committee is interested in the effective use of census and other federal, secondary data sources in metropolitan transportation planning. The committee is concerned with advancements in information systems and information technology for the improved dissemination and sharing of knowledge about metropolitan transportation systems and urban travel behavior.

A. Date that committee last considered scope?

This is an ongoing process that is brought up annually.  Sometime after 1996 the last sentence “Critical in this interchange of information is the need for common standards and appropriate recommendations for such data exchange, including such integrating technologies as the Internet and Geographic Information Systems” of our mission statement was dropped.

B. Does the current scope statement accurately reflect the committee’s activities?  Yes


Should the scope be modified?  No
C. What changes are proposed and why are these changes necessary?  No scope changes are proposed at this time.

2. Committee Goals
A. Current Goals.

· Support and promote the advancement of data and its use as it relates to transportation planning.

· Advance the research needs of the urban data community.

B. Identify planned (up to 2 years) activities to achieve stated goals.

· Co-Sponsorship of the North American Travel Monitoring and Exposition Conference, June 2004.  Midyear meeting in conjunction with NATMEC Conference.

· Jointly sponsor a major conference of data users on the Data Needs for Reauthorization under the next Surface Transportation Act.  This will be a follow on to the workshop held on November 19, 2003.

· Cosponsor a National Household Travel Survey Data Users Conference in November 2004 with several other committees.

· Support and promote a NRC conference entitled Census Data for Transportation Planning: Preparing for the Future, May 2005.

· Prepare Paper Calls and research proposals at the direction of the committee on an annual basis.

C. Identify envisioned (3 -5 years) activities to achieve stated goals.

· Continue to identify conference needs and pursue resources to support those conferences.

· Continue to promote research thorough paper calls and other funded programs that advance the use of data.

3. Committee Organization and Membership
A. Number of members at current time?


25

B. Geographical distribution (how current membership is distributed across the nation and 
worldwide). 

	Aus.
	DC
	IL
	PA

	AZ
	EU
	MA
	TN

	CA
	FL
	MD
	TN

	CA
	GA
	MI
	TX

	DC
	GA
	NY
	TX

	DC
	IL
	NY
	TX

	 
	 
	 
	WA


C. Professional category distribution (how current membership is distributed across professional 
affiliations).

	
	Tenure Grouping
	Affiliation

	Members
	Six
	Three
	New
	MPO
	Univ
	Consult
	Fed

	USA
	22
	9
	7
	6
	5
	7
	8
	3

	Foreign
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0

	Under 30
	1
	0
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0

	
	25
	11
	7
	7
	6
	9
	8
	3


D. Number of friends listed as associated with the committee?  Email address list of 26.  However, the Census subcommittee has a current (11-4-03) list of 776 individuals subscribed.

E. Level of individual member involvement (high, medium, low).  It varies from extremely high to low.  I would have to cite Shawn Turner and the work he is doing with Archived Data as extremely high as well as the work that Chuck Purvis does with the Census Data.  All committee members have taken part in paper reviews with some doing more than others depending on the substance and issues of the paper.

F. Committee morale (high, medium low).  I would place the committee morale as medium.  While the committee has had a high level of activity in terms sessions, papers and other measurable items it has yet not been able to secure outside funding for any peer reviews nor has it has a mid-year event attracted a majority of the committee members.  Ironically, our midyear meetings are not attracting the same committee members who attend at the annual meeting.  Instead the attendance varies based on locale and the subject area of the conferences where we have had our midyear meetings.

G. List subcommittees and their chairs.


Subcommittee on Census Data for Transportation Planning (Bob Sicko)


Subcommittee on Metadata (Marcus Wiggin)


Virtual subcommittee on Archived Data (Shawn Turner, Rich Margiaotta)

4. Paper Review:  Please list number of papers reviewed by committee during the past 2 years.



2002- 23



2003- 29

5. Interaction with Other TRB Committees and Technical Societies
A. List other TRB committees which your committee maintains a formal liaison representation.

The Committee does not maintain a list of formal liaisons nor do we have people assigned to interact with the various TRB committees.  The interaction that does occur happens on an ad hoc basis with almost all of the committee members being active on one or several other TRB committees.  This involvement can be most easily identified when reviewing past TRB annual meeting programs and the variety of jointly sponsored sessions and workshop the committee has had.

B. List outside organizations which your committee maintains ongoing liaison representation.  Again there is no formal roll call of organizations but various committee members are active with Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations, National Association of Regional Councils, American Association of State Highway Transportation Organizations, American Public Transportation Association, Urban and Regional Information Systems Association, Institute of Transportation Engineers, International Association of Travel Behavior
 Research, American Society of Civil Engineers, American Planning Organization, American Statistical Association to name a few.
C. Shared activities during the past year (examples should include co-sponsoring sessions, 
information exchange, research, etc.).

From 2003 Annual Meeting

· Workshop 131  ADUS: Systems Design and Implementation Examples.  Cosponsored with A1D09 Statewide Data and A5003 Committee on Information Systems.

· Session 578  Examining the Perceived Conflicts with Transit Usage Data .  Cosponsored with A5016 Committee on National Data Requirements and A1E02 Committee on Public Transportation planning and Development.

· Session 667  Data perspectives on Critical Issues for Transportation.  Cosponsored with A5016 - Committee on National Transportation Data Requirements, A1D09 - Committee on Statewide Transportation Data, and A5014 - Committee on Transportation Issues in Major U.S. Cities.

Midyear meeting (Planning et al committees) 2003

· Co-sponsored a session entitled "Sources of Personal Travel Information, A Dialogue with the Experts" with A5016 National Data Requirements and Programs Committee.

November 19, 2003  Reauthorization Data Provisions Conference.  Partnered with A1D09 Statewide Data, A5016 National Transportation Data Requirements, A1D09 Freight Data, A3B05 Safety Data Analysis and Evaluation Committee as well as AASHTO’s Standing Committee on Planning Data Task Force.

Paper Calls heading into 2004 Annual Meeting

· Call for posters on Analyzing and Presenting Census Data.  Coauthored with A1D05 Committee on Transportation Planning Needs for Small and Medium-sized Communities.

· Call for papers on XML and Metadata.  Coauthored with A5003 Committee on Information Systems.
6.  Business Meeting Attendance

	Urban Data (A1D08)
	 Attendance
	Members

	Annual Mtg 02
	43
	18 out of 20

	Mid-Year Mtg 02
	9
	6

	Annual Mtg 03
	47
	20 out of 25

	Mid-Year Mtg 03
	11
	6

	 
	 
	 

	Census subcommittee (A1D08(1)
	 
	 

	Annual Mtg 02
	39
	 

	Annual Mtg 03
	24
	 

	 
	 
	 

	Metadata subcommittee a1D08(2)
	 
	 

	Annual Mtg 02
	na
	 

	Annual Mtg 03
	12
	 


7.  Annual Meeting Sessions Sponsored

	Annual Meeting Sessions

	
	2003
	2004

	Workshop
	1
	2

	Paper
	3
	2

	Conference
	3
	2

	Poster
	1
	2

	
	8
	8


For 2004, the two paper sessions and 1 conference were sponsored only by A1D08, all others were co-sponsored.

8.  Identify Additional Activities Sponsored During the Past Year.

See 5.C for details

9.  Identify Additional Activities Scheduled for the Next Year.



See 2.B for details

10. Technology Transfer
A. Is the committee planning to publish documents within the next two years?

Conference report will be produced for the Data Reauthorization Conference, which the committee is involved with, the May 2005 Census Conference, and the June 2004 NATMEC.  It is the committee intent to make sure that all major activities and events are documented.


Please list and give anticipated dates.

See above.

B. Workshops proposed.

None at this time but that is not unusual for this committee.  As items are identified they will be brought to the attention of TRB staff.

C. Conferences Proposed.

See 2.B above.

11. Research Needs (Developing Area in Group 1)

Committee could spend more effort in this area.

A. Please list your most recent submissions of Research Problem Statements (RPS).

B. Number of Research Problem Statements developed in the last year?

C. Number of Research Problem Statements under development?

D. Number of Research Problem Statements funded during last three years?

12. Please Detail the Proposed General Committee Directions for the Next Three Years

The committee will continue to move forward on Census Data and travel behavior data issues as well as those data aspects emanating through ITS, Archived Data User Service (ADUS) and other operational programs (specifically congestion management).  In terms of ADUS the committee is at a crossroads with the formation a new ADUS subcommittee under the traffic monitoring committee of the pavement section.  While this area
 evolves, the committee will again refocus itself on the use and analysis of the behavioral data coming out of the various household travel surveys and the CTPP.  An emerging issue for the committee is anticipated to be the visualization of data
 (making data more useful) or as we like to say, “doing cool things with data”.  Other issues on the horizon for the committee is keeping an ever-expanding eye on the use of administrative records and data as well as data archiving.  Finally, there may a reshaping and refocus of our activities as a result of any transportation reauthorization bill.

13.  General Remarks and Comments Offered by the Committee 
A.  Should your committee continue in its present form with its present title? Yes


If no, please explain.

B.  Should it be reoriented, restructured, or retitled? No


If yes, please explain.

C.  Should it be merged with one or more other committees? No


If yes, please explain.

D.  Does the existing Section under which the committee is organized consist of the proper 
committees and is its title appropriate?

Given that a new data section is just coming together and that the data committees have been routinely working across committee organizational lines it would be prudent to stay the current course.

E. Any other comments considered appropriate by the committee.

�You should explain what this is.


�unless this uses the English spelling.


�As noted in the title, this is a “developing area” for most of the old Group 1 committees.   The Group 2 & 3 committees, which seem to have a more direct link to NCHRP, have a formal process of developing and reviewing RPS.


�Which area?


�You may have noted that the Visualization Task Force is in our section.  I don’t believe they are into data visualization.
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