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● 911 should not drive the entire statewide data model
● Neglecting the ETL
● Not sharing domains in core datasets that need validation
● Disregarding local vernacular 
● Losing sight of the data stewards
● Bringing WG84 (reference system) in house
● Expecting cooperation from jurisdictions who are not 

receiving 911 compensation
● Assuming the call routing data matches the PSAP data
● Assuming it’s a technical issue
● Getting the ALI and MSAG data is simple
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Think before you edit

Other things to consider



NG911 GIS Data Roadmap

Relationships and Coordination
Standards and Best Practices - State Data Model 

NENA Data Model and Requirements

Data Preparation
ALI & MSAG

Data Stewards and Responsibilities

Data Provisioning
Feedback Mechanism

Shared-Editing Environment
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