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Summary of meeting 
 
 

Data submission and intake  
 This meeting focused upon how data would be reported to the Cave Information 
System and added to the database. The main product of the meeting was another flow 
chart describing the procedures and decision-making process (Figure 1). The 
procedures are not that complicated or controversial, and documenting how they should 
work will help keep it that way. 
 
Maintenance and Organization  
 We did not into many nitty-gritty details on the categories of data and how they 
would be split during this meeting, but did identify a couple of organizational and 
housekeeping issues. Each new cave added to the CIS will be assigned a unique 
number to keep its record separate from other caves. Once a number is assigned it is 
never recycled even if the cave is later found to be duplicated in the database or to not 
really exist. 
 The name of the caver making the original CIS report on a cave will be recorded 
in the CIS. The purpose is to simplify follow-up work on particular caves, track data 
contributions, and give credit where it is due. 
 A category for verification of cave location (via GPS) will be included. There have 
been sufficient problems with cavers using conflicting GPS coordinate systems and 
datums that an independent confirmation of a caves location is necessary to verify a 
correct location in the CIS. 
 
Types of data for the CIS  
 We also discussed what kind of data the CIS would accept or encourage cavers 
to submit. We had been focused on the types of data easily contained in an electronic 
spreadsheet, but in reality the electronic format places very few limits. Potential caver 
submissions could include survey data files, scanned copies of survey notes, completed 
maps, digital photographs, or even digital video to name. We did not want to necessarily 
discourage such submissions if a caver wanted to place such data in a permanent 
archive, but it raised a few issues. Would all data on a particular cave be treated as 
having the same sensitivity as the location data? Would a request for location data 
automatically include all of the other data on the same cave (e.g. in-cave survey notes 
and Compass data)? If such data were to be treated separately, what would be the 
procedures for classifying and handling it? Could this become a real nightmare for caves 
with locations that are not sensitive, but have some particular feature which is not 
common knowledge but is particularly sensitive? 
 The complexity of these issues threatened to become a drag on the planning for 
the CIS, so we decided to generally avoid them. Therefore: 
 

·  The CIS will accept any electronic format cave data a caver wishes to submit 
·  All data on a particular cave will have the same sensitivity classification as the 

location data 
·  A data request that obtains the location for a give cave will also receive all of the 

associated data on that cave 



·  Requestors can decline receiving associated data if they choose (e.g. “I don’t 
want the 1.5 Gb of photographs associated with Fulford Cave”) 

 
In a nutshell, cavers should not submit data to the CIS if they do not want it released 
whenever the cave’s location is released. If a caver wants to place such data in another 
archive, the CCS paper files would be an option.  

Cavers will be encouraged to archive non-sensitive data with the CIS. A good 
example might be a short 28’ cave with no particularly sensitive features. A caver finds it, 
surveys it, and draws a digital map of the cave. A scan of the survey notes and a copy of 
the map could be easily added to the CIS. Future data requests for that cave would 
obtain the notes and map. Permanently archiving that work would be of great benefit, 
because the maps of such ‘little’ caves are particularly prone to disappearing after a 
couple decades. 
 
Website  
 The CCS website (www.coloradocavesurvey.org) continues to be updated with 
new CIS information. 
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Figure 1. Flow chart describing data reporting and intake. 
 

 


