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significantly improved the quality of the results, but the results are still less than 100% accurate. It appears 
unlikely that a 100% accurate electronic solution to the re-matching of data will be possible. 

Issues to be Considered 

In the absence of a 100% accurate electronic solution a number of  issues must be considered before data 
users can have an effective strategy for addressing the issues raised by PAI. These include - 

• What is an acceptable level of accuracy for datasets held against the mapping data ? 

• Should statutory datasets be re-matched or maintained in the condition which they were captured ? 
What are the legal implications of each course of action ? 

• How long will it take to identify and manually correct the data not corrected automatically using the 
link files. It should be noted that it may be necessary to check all of the data to identify the small 
percentage of data not corrected automatically ? 

• How much will it cost to do the checking and translating ? 

• When is the best time to correct data bearing in mind that all PAI improvement programme extends for 
a number of years ? 

• How does PAI impact on MasterMap. Does MasterMap assist with the re-matching of datasets or does 
it present additional problems? 

Conclusion 
There is no single answer or solution to the above issues – the solution will depend on a variety of different 
factors which will vary from user to user. However, resolving the problem starts with an understanding of 
the issues involved. Considering the above questions in the workshop should provide this starting point. 


