
LGC Minutes, March 6, 2013    page 1 

 

  

 

North Carolina 

Geographic Information Coordinating Council 

Local Government Committee 

 

MINUTES 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

March 6, 2013 

 

PROCEEDINGS 

 

The quarterly meeting of the Local Government Committee (LGC), a committee of the 

Geographic Information Coordinating Council (GICC), was held on March 6, 2013.   

 

PRESENT 

 

LGC members: 

 

Jessica Brannock, High Country COG, representing ARCED 

Lucy Cardwell, Currituck County, representing NCPMA 

Kathryn Clifton, City of Salisbury, representing NCLM 

Gene Hume, Buncombe County, representing Carolina URISA 

Julie Stamper, Pasquotank County, representing NCACC 

 

Others: 

 

James Armstrong, Richmond County, SMAC Rep 

Jeff Brown, Coordination Program Manager, CIGA 

Scott Miller, Western Piedmont COG 

Gary Thompson, Director, NC Geodetic Survey 

Tom Tribble, CGIA, Staff to the LGC 

Alice Wilson, City of New Bern, SMAC Rep 

 

ABSENT 

 

Joseph Sloop, Forsyth County, representing NCLGISA 

 

The order of the meeting differs from the agenda to accommodate the schedule of guest 

presenters. 
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INTRODUCTION, DISCUSSION OF ELECTION OF NEW CHAIR 

 

In the absence of an official chair, Tom Tribble began the meeting by reporting that Alex 

Rickard took a new job with the Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

(CAMPO).  Since he no longer works for a regional council, Alex had to resign from the 

LGC, leaving the LGC chair position vacant..  Alex will continue to serve as co-chair of 

the Working Group for Roads and Transportation and in other coordination roles.   

 

Tom introduced Jessica Brannock, GIS Planner with the High Country COG in Boone.  

Jessica is the new representative of the Association of Regional Council Executive 

Directors and replaces Alex Rickard.  Tom noted that Jessica is a former GIS Conference 

student award winner – for the 2007 NC GIS Conference.  Jessica expressed her 

excitement at joining the LGC. 

 

Tom said the LGC needs to fill the chair position for the remainder of 2012-13 year, 

which ends on June 30.  Julie Stamper represented the LGC at the February meeting and 

the January meeting of the M&O committee.  Alice asked who is eligible to serve as 

chair.  Tom said only the six LGC members.  After discussion, Julie agreed to fill the role 

for the remainder of the current LGC year.  She invited anyone who may be interested in 

being chair next year to join her at the May GICC meeting. 

 

OTHER APPOINTMENTS 

 

Julie reported that Chris Koltyk has taken a new job as CIO for the City of Jacksonville.  

Jerry Simmons moved to a new position with Brunswick County.  Both have asked to 

give up their appointments as LGC reps to the Working Group for Orthophotography 

Planning (WGOP).  The LGC will need to make one or two new appointments.  By way 

of background, Tom said the chair of the WGOP is Gary Thompson, Director of the NC 

Geodetic Survey.  The WGOP meets quarterly in Raleigh.  Attendance can be by phone 

although attendance in person is preferable.   

 

The WGOP advises the SMAC on a range of issues related to orthophotography and 

other datasets such as elevation and LiDAR.  The WGOP developed the Business Plan 

for Orthophotography Plannig that is the basis for the current four-year cycle to acquire 

updated orthoimagery for all 100 counties, funded by the NC 911 Board.  It is important 

to have local government representatives on the WGOP because local governments are 

major users of the imagery.  Julie emphasized that someone representing the property 

mappers should be involved because of their use of the imagery.  Kathryn Clifton 

suggested that city representation is important.  She asked if someone representing 

emergency services should be a member.  Jeff Brown agreed that this would be 

appropriate.  Since the Coastal area has been completed, Tom suggested that candidates 

from the 2013 project area and even the 2014 project area might be appropriate.  A map 

and a list of counties for the project areas are on the Orthophotography page of the NC 

OneMap website.  http://www.nconemap.com/OrthoimageryforNorthCarolina.aspx 

 

 

http://www.nconemap.com/OrthoimageryforNorthCarolina.aspx
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The LGC discussed several candidates.   Lucy Cardwell will explore some NCPMA 

candidates.   

 

Action Item – LGC members will identify other candidates.  Tom will share the list 

with LGC members.  The LGC will try to make the appointments before the April 8 

WGOP meeting. 

 

ArcGIS ONLINE DEMONSTRATION 

(see PPT file at LGC webpage under meetings– 

http://ncgicc.net/Committees/LocalGovernmentCommittee(LGC).aspx) 

 

Kathryn Clifton gave a demonstration of the City of Salisbury’s use of ArcGIS Online.  

The City of Salisbury was a Beta test site for Esri’s ArcGIS Online which generated a lot 

of excitement among various groups in the city, including transit, sanitation and code 

enforcement.  Because the city has a small government enterprise license agreement, 

there was no additional cost for ArcGIS Online.  The Esri website has pricing 

information for those jurisdictions that do not have an ELA. 

 

Salisbury’s agreement permits 100 users and 17,500 credits per year.  Kathryn said that 

Salisbury’s current subscription stated in January and to date the city has used 61 credits.  

She said the city is conservative about using credits and tracks them carefully. 

 

Salisbury had traditionally used ArcGIS Desktop with a limited number of power users 

and used ArcGIS server to provide information to the general public on a browser.  The 

city also added an ArcPad license to the ELA at a nominal cost of $750 to support lots of 

ArcPad users.  As a Beta test site, Salisbury saw great potential with ArcGIS Online. 

 

In ArcGIS 10, to share information a user first needs to author a map and then work with 

someone with the appropriate privileges to then author a service that could be utilized via 

ArcGIS Online.  ArcGIS 10.1 allows users who have been give permission to author a 

map and then share the information as a service via ArcGIS Online.  It is a quick, easy 

and painless way to share information within the organization or with the public. 

 

Because ArcGIS Online is web-based, occasionally a browser cache may need to be 

cleared for changes to show up.  Kathryn said that Firefox and Chrome are the browsers 

that work best with ArcGIS Online; internet Explorer, not so much. 

 

 A nice feature of ArcGIS Online for organizations is that if a user has created content 

and then leaves the organization, the administrator can change permissions and assign 

that content to another user so the data is not lost. 

 

Salisbury has groups that support code enforcement, development services, sanitation, 

transit and the work of interns who collect data.  Other groups organize content.  There is 

opportunity to embed groups within the web pages in the organization.  Examples include 

groups for pubic content, current events, environment, sanitation, the school system and 

the featured content for the home page. 

http://ncgicc.net/Committees/LocalGovernmentCommittee(LGC).aspx
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A big bang-for-the-buck feature is utilizing ArcGIS Online with IPads.  Salisbury has 

historically done data collection with Trimble GPS equipment for datasets that require a 

high level of accuracy, such as water and sewer infrastructure.  For the collection of street 

tress or other features for which the accuracy is less critical or for verifying information, 

it is much easier to provide a user with an IPad with a pre-loaded map and permission to 

edit the map using ArcGIS Online.  Kathryn said the training is very fast. 

 

Kathryn showed several examples of applications.  One involves requests from citizens 

or staff to identify the jurisdiction for a particular address.  A web map through ArcGIS 

Online offers a simple solution.  All the user needs to do is type in the address.  See the 

PowerPoint for more details.  She emphasized that the view on an IPad is a bit different 

than that on a desktop but the data and map are the same, which is important when both 

office staff and those in the field are interacting with the application. 

 

Julie said she was under the impression that ArcGIS has to be set up to allow users to log-

on and not just an accessible web viewer.  Kathryn said ArcGIS Online can be enabled to 

share content with the world.  She showed examples of web maps created for ArcGIS 

Online that pull content from both ArcGIS Online and the city’s web server.  The 

application is available to the “Everyone” group – essentially the public – and the City of 

Salisbury GIS group through the city’s web page.  She plans to organize the services in 

broad categories on the city’s website.  Currently Salisbury only supports web maps but 

Kathryn anticipates adding applications as well. 

 

Kathryn described ArcGIS Online as a nice, efficient, easy way to share information.  

Utilizing the city’s public-facing GIS server to publish some of the data means that the 

city does not consume as many credits by having to host that information in the Cloud 

through ArcGIS Online. If a jurisdiction does not have an ArcGIS server locally, then 

ArcGIS Online provides an option for publishing content to the web. 

 

Tom asked how Esri calculates credits.  Kathryn said administrators can view the status 

of credits and there is some explanation of calculating credits but Kathryn acknowledged 

that calculation of credits remains confusing.  She said goecoding eats up the most 

credits.  Creating caches of imagery can also use a lot of credits.  Salisbury uses its local 

server to create imagery caches and serve this data.  She plans to use this method to serve 

older aerial photography. 

 

Kathryn said she was happy to take questions after the meeting. 

 

Julie thanked Kathryn for this fascinating demonstration. 

 

REPORTS 

 

Statewide Mapping Advisory Committee (SMAC).  James Armstrong said the SMAC 

had a good meeting on January 16.  Dr. Moore, chair of the NC Geographic Board on 

Geographic Names, gave an in-depth explanation of how geographic names can be 
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changed.  First, in one action a petition to rename Mills Creek in Ashe County Hippie 

Creek was denied.  Recently, through an expedited process led by NCCOT and the 

Secretary of State’s Office, several stream names that were considered objectionable 

were changed more quickly.  Generally it takes about a year to complete the process of 

approving a name change request.  If citizens or elected officials want to change feature 

names in the US Geographic Names Information System (GNIS), they need to 

understand that a standard process is followed, which can be lengthy.   

 

There was an update on NC StreetMap.  Usage is dwindling and with the progress by the 

Working Group on Roads and Transportation and NCDOT in developing a tool to 

translate county street centerline data to the state standard, NC StreetMap will likely be 

discontinued. 

 

The Coastal Imagery project is nearing completion.  Imagery is being delivered now to 

the  PSAPs and GIS Coordinators in the 25 coastal counties.  The Eastern Piedmont is 

currently being flown. 

 

Julie asked about the offensive names issues.  At the SMAC meeting, Dr. Moore reported 

that some databases had not been updated to remove objectionable names that have been 

removed from the GNIS.  Alice reported the SMAC plans to be proactive in formalizing a 

process to report name changes so that people are aware of name changes approved by 

the NC BGN and the US BGN.  James noted that there can be disagreement about 

whether a name is considered offensive.  The GNIS is the official federal data base of 

geographic names.  There is no requirement that local governments use the GNIS names.   

 

Working Group for Roads and Transportation (WGRT).  Reporting for Alex Rickard, 

Tom said street centerline data for more than 80 counties have been processed through 

the translator.  At the GICC meeting, John Farley said management of the tool will 

transition to NCDOT, which will begin to maintain local street centerlines as part of 

NCDOT’s statewide dataset. 

 

James reported that the Richmond County tax assessor has requested a street centerline 

file with address ranges or points to support the State’s new tax collection system.  He 

explained that beginning April 1, 2013 NC DMV will collect vehicle taxes and then 

distribute the money to counties.  James acknowledged some confusion over this 

situation and suggested that the LGC monitor this new development. 

 

Gene Hume reported that he has been working on this issue and it is confusing.  Julie 

wondered why DMV and NCDOT did not raise this issue to the GICC.  Lucy said that 

Currituck County attended meetings on this issue two years ago.  Gene said the new 

procedures were supposed go in effect two years ago.  James believes the tax assessors 

want specific street centerline and address day.  His concern is that each county will 

provide the data in different formats.  NCDOT will accept county the data submitted 

through the WGRT’s translator tool and will convert the data to a statewide standard.  

James suggested that DMV would be better served using data that meets the statewide 

standard.  Gene said DMV is taking only tabular data.  In essence, DMV only needs to 
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know the tax district of the car owner, not the actual address.  James suggested that GIS 

Coordinators and tax assessors may be confused over the terminology used to describe 

the data.  Gene described one problem as duplicate addresses in different towns – such as 

150 Main Street.  He said the contractor had changed the rules regarding data format 

several times.  Lucy said that initially Currituck County submitted the 911 address points, 

which were then exported into a DBF.  Later tax district codes were attached.  She is 

unsure if the data has been updated to reflect new tax districts. 

 

Julie suggested a report at the next LGC meeting. 

 

Working Group for Seamless Parcels (WGSP).  Jeff Brown provided the update.  After 

the transfer of the EPA grant to CGIA was finalized, WGSP and the project team met in 

November to kickoff the project.  The project team is CGIA, NCDOT, Land Records 

Management Program with the Secretary of State’s Office, the Eastern Band of Cherokee 

Indians and WGSP, co-chaired by Pam Carver and Tom Morgan. 

 

The project met the dollar threshold for ITS review of information technology projects.  

Therefore the project is undergoing a rigorous process of project management and 

procurement of a vendor for application development.  The Request for Proposals went 

out in February and proposals are due March 7.  Evaluation will occur in March with a 

goal of selecting a contractor in April.  Project planning and design will occur in May and 

June. 

 

The parcels project is another effort to integrate and share statewide data.  Jeff anticipates 

that a good number of counties will participate in the first phase of the effort.  The data 

will be shared through the EPA Exchange Network as EPA is funding the project. 

 

Jeff reported that when the proposal was developed 25 counties volunteered to participate 

in the effort.  The project team will need to go back and verify the participating counties.  

Additional counties may be solicited.  He does not believe the effort will be a big burden 

on counties. 

 

Julie asked if the WGSP is again closely involved in the effort.  Jeff said yes and added 

that the role of the WGSP will increase once the vendor is selected. 

 

Working Group for Orthophotography Planning (WGOP).   James gave an update earlier 

on the status of the Coastal and Eastern Piedmont projects.  Jeff reported that the WGOP 

meets quarterly and advises the Orthoimagery Program.  The WGOP also addresses other 

issues, included related datasets such as elevation and LiDAR, the NAD translators and 

geodetic control stations.  Jeff emphasized the need for the LGC to appoint new 

representatives to the LGC.  Gary Thompson echoed the value of county input, not only 

for imagery but for related datasets such as LiDAR. 
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GIS PROFESSION AS A LICENSED ACTIVITY OF THE PROFESSIONAL LAND 

SURVEYING ACT  

 

Gary Thompson, Director of NC Geodetic Survey briefed the LGC on the status of the 

NC Board of Examiners for Engineers and Surveyors (NCBELS) meeting on December 

11.  Gary said he wanted to clear up any confusion about the current situation. NCBELS 

invited several people from the GIS community, including the Land Records 

Management Program and NCPMA, to attend the December 11 meeting and to explain 

some issues that NCBELS is facing.   

 

Gary is chair of the NCBELS License Board this year.  He was assigned to a committee 

to examine what the Board calls Mapping Science, which includes GIS surveying.  

NCBELS has worked with the GICC over the last five or six years to help define the line 

between surveying and GIS.  NCBELS follows the guide developed by the National 

Council of Examiners for Engineering and Surveying (NCEES).  The guide is a model 

rule that defines inclusions and exclusions developed in collaboration between the 

surveying community and the GIS community about 12 years ago. 

 

Basically, if a company is offering services to the public that involves the collection of 

data that is defined as authoritative data or to a stated accuracy, that falls under the 

definition of surveying.  NCBELS has received calls from or about companies that may 

be crossing the line. 

 

The purpose of the December 11 meeting was twofold.  The first was to discuss how to 

address the problems with these firms.  Second, Tom Morgan with the Secretary of 

State’s Office, asked for clarification as to whether property mapping falls under the 

definition of surveying.  Regarding the second item, the committee concluded that 

property mappers do not fall under the definition of surveying and will report that to the 

NCBELS next week. 

 

On February 18, Gary met with Ryan Draughn, Alex Rickard, Julie Stamper, Jeff Brown 

and others to discuss these issues.  Gary does not expect NCBELS will take any action 

regarding property mappers. 

 

Regarding GIS mapping, NCBELS has two options.  By statute, NCBELS is required to 

protect the public. If a firm is recognized as practicing surveying without a license, 

NCBELS can issue a Cease and Desist order or take other actions.  The other option is to 

introduce legislation to grandfather these firms, similar to the process involving 

photogrammetrists in 1999.  This would involve a one-year grandfathering period with 

requirements to prove that the individuals are competent at doing these types of surveys.  

Individuals that meet those requirements would be issued a license. 

 

The LGC agenda heading for this report is “GIS Profession as a Licensed Activity of the 

Professional Land Surveying Act.  Gary clarified that the purpose is not to expand the 

definition.  Rather, it is to issue a license to individuals in firms that are doing both GIS 

and surveying.  After a grandfathering period, the individuals will take a separate exam – 
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called a Mapping Science Exam.  Individuals that pass this exam will be able to practice 

in their area of competency, which is called non-boundary.   

 

The goal is not to take in all GIS professionals.  The purpose is to work with firms, which 

are increasingly using new technology to provide services to the public.  There will be no 

impact on the governmental exemption or the industrial exemption. 

 

Next week, Gary’s committee will report to NCBELS, which will decide whether or not 

to take action on grandfathering individuals with firms that are doing GIS and surveying. 

 

James thanked Gary for clarifying the situation and acknowledged that he and the LGC 

may not have fully understood the scope of NCBELS plans as discussed during the 

LGC’s discussion at its December meeting.  James asked if using a GPS to locate a 

hydrant is considered surveying, understanding that as a government employee he is 

authorized to do so. 

 

Gary said that the tool is not relevant.  NCBELS has a saying, “No Rules for Tools.”  The 

issue is the product or what the firm provides.  He mentioned an example of a city hiring 

a private firm to create a base map of infrastructure – fire hydrants, etc – to one-meter 

accuracy.  Data provided to a stated accuracy becomes authoritative data and therefore 

falls under the definition of surveying.  If the firm is simply providing an inventory – the 

type of hydrant, etc. – then the work would not need to be licensed.  

 

As noted earlier, NCBELS has received inquiries from firms seeking clarification on the 

definition of surveying.  Rather than going the negative route of using enforcement, 

NCBELS believes that licensing individuals with firms will be a better way to resolve 

any problems.  In this way, there is a set of standards to which everyone can adhere.   

 

Gary reiterated that the short answer to James’ question is it depends on what a firm is 

providing to a client.  NCBELS’ concern is that base infrastructure may be used for other 

purposes, such as engineering applications.  To protect the public, data that may be used 

for multiple purposes need to meet certain standards.  He emphasized that NCBELS is 

not trying to expand the definition surveying.  NCBELS obviously has rules for boundary 

and photogrammetry surveys but also rules for GIS surveys.  About four years ago the 

NCLM expressed concerns about restrictions in the GIS survey rules.  NCBELS agreed 

and changed the rules.  Now there are four categories and the client gets to choose the 

category. 

 

After the one-year grandfathering period expires, individuals will be able the take the 

Mapping Science exam.  The matrix for the exam is on the NCBELS’ website - 

http://www.ncbels.org/MappingSciences.html.  The exam procedure is similar to that for 

a traditional surveyor except NCBELS will use the engineering model.  All engineers are 

professional engineers but they practice in areas of competency.  For example, engineers 

can do some surveying in support of projects.  A similar approach is used for 

Photogrammetrists and is planned for Mapping Science.   

 

http://www.ncbels.org/MappingSciences.html
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Gary asked the LGC members if there will be widespread opposition if NCBELS goes 

forward with this plan.  Julie does not see an issue.  One of local government’s concerns 

is the impact on firms doing GIS work for local government.  She hopes this will not be a 

big issue for these firms or result in higher costs for projects. 

 

Gary said one of the benefits is that if a firm, one that falls under this license, does work 

for a local government and problems arise, then NCBELS can intervene and take action 

against the firm. 

 

Kathryn asked for confirmation that government employees are still exempt.  Gary said 

correct.  A government employee could apply for a license but would not have to. 

 

James asked for more information about the Mapping Science exam.  Does NCBELS 

offer workshops to prepare people for the exam?  Gary agreed this would be a great idea.  

The matrix of the exam describes the topics and the percent of question types.  The 

procedure is a three-step process.  The Fundamentals of Surveying covers Science the 

basic foundation.  This is an 8-hour, closed book, multiple choice exam.  Currently it is 

offered twice a year at the McKimmon Center at NCSU.   In January 2014, this exam will 

go to online, computer-based testing, offered for two months on and one month off.  The 

exam will be six hours. 

 

After passing this exam, the candidate will take the Mapping Science 6-hour exam.  

Finally the candidate will take a 2-hour state-specific exam, which covers the rules and 

laws in North Carolina.  After the one-year grandfathering period ends, all candidates 

would follow this route. 

 

James asked if this is a one-time licensure or if people need to take exams on an annual or 

periodic basis.  Gary replied it is a one-time exam with a professional development hours 

(PDH) requirement of 15 hours per year.  This would encompass anything that would 

enhance ones’ ability to perform your profession.  NCBELS does random audits and 

requires a short documentation that the class or conference enhances your profession.  

NCBELS also approves registered sponsors for PDH. 

 

Kathryn asked if the PDH requirements will apply to GIS conferences/classes.  Gary 

replied yes and said the workshops and sessions at the 2013 NC GIS Conference count. 

 

Jessica asked for confirmation that the proposal applies to firms collecting infrastructure 

data and doing boundary work.  Gary said no to the boundary work.  Firms suing mobile 

LiDAR to do topographical surveys would qualify.  He said pretty much anything but 

boundaries.  Gary echoed that the NCBELS proposal is better than relying on 

enforcement. 

 

Jeff said that at the February 18 meeting, one concept that came up was the possibility of 

developing templates for local governments to use in requesting services.  It a jurisdiction 

only needed an inventory, the RFP or contract could be worded to ensure the jurisdiction 
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does not pay for extra precision, or, if extra precision is required, how to specify that.  

Gary said there would be standards local governments could utilize. 

 

Kathryn asked for confirmation that a local government employee can collect data for an 

adjacent local government.  Gary confirmed that in 2010 the Attorney General’s office 

issued an opinion that the government exemption applied across the state and covered 

this example.  Tom said that the opinion is on the GICC website under the SMAC, 

Surveyors’ Model Law Working Group 

(http://ncgicc.net/Committees/Surveyors’ModelLawWorkingGroup.aspx).  James 

confirmed that this applies to regional councils. 

 

Gary repeated that NCBELS does not want this to be adversarial and hopes that the LGC 

will approve this proposal.  Gary is speaking to groups to identify concerns and hopefully 

alleviate them before going forward.  Kathryn echoed James suggestion that workshops 

or training be available.  Even local government employees may be interested in the 

exam and would need a thorough understanding of how to prepare.  James suggested that 

Carolina URISA could work with NCBELS to offer a workshop focused on taking the 

Mapping Science exam.  Gary agreed. He suggested that the workshop include 

information on drainage and stream flow 

 

Julie asked if NCBELS needs an endorsement from the LGC.  Gary said his main 

concern in meeting with the LGC was to determine if the LGC planned to oppose the 

proposal. If NCBELS does decide to proceed, he thought it would be good to have the 

LGC’s support but suggested the LGC wait until after the NCBELS meeting next week. 

 

Julie asked if LGC members had reservations.  James said no but wants to see the 

NCBELS report.  Gary said Jeff prepared good minutes for the February 18 meeting.  He 

will review them and return to Jeff for distribution to the LGC.  Once the draft legislation 

is prepared, Gary will share it with the LGC. 

 

Action Item – Upon receipt, Tom will distribute to the LGC the notes from the 

earlier meeting about the proposed legislation and the draft legislation. 

 

Tom thanked Gary for attending and said the key thing is open lines of communication.  

There was obviously some confusion about the direction that NCBELS is heading so it 

will be important to continue an open dialogue. 

 

Gary thanked the LGC opportunity to attend.  Julie thanked Gary for attending and 

keeping the LGC informed. 

 

REPORTS (continued) 

 

Streambed Mapping Advisory Committee.  Tom reported on behalf of the Wright 

Lowery, Wake County and the LGC appointee to this committee.  Wright had a conflict 

and was unable to attend.  By way of background, the committee was constituted in 2005 

to guide the effort to collect local resolution surface water data for 19 counties in western 

http://ncgicc.net/Committees/Surveyors’ModelLawWorkingGroup.aspx


LGC Minutes, March 6, 2013    page 11 

North Carolina through an appropriation from the NC General Assembly.  Local 

resolution stream data means data acquired at a resolution greater than 1:24,000 scale, 

which is the general resolution of the National Hydrography Dataset (NHD).  The 

legislature did not appropriate funding to extend the effort to the rest of the state. 

 

The committee was dormant for several years.  Matt Duvall with the USDA Natural 

Resources Conservation Service led a recent effort to revive that committee under the 

SMAC and now chairs the committee, working with Joe Sewash at CGIA and others. 

 

The committee last met on January 29.  The notes for that meeting are on the committee’s 

web page  

(http://ncgicc.net/Committees/StatewideMappingAdvisoryCommittee(SMAC)/StreamMa

ppingAdvisoryCommittee.aspx).  Tom reported that the committee hopes to facilitate a 

stewardship of the federal NHD, which included stream lines, water bodies, watershed 

boundaries and a few other miscellaneous features.  The vision of stewardship is to 

provide local guidance to the development and maintenance of the federal product to 

increase the usefulness of the dataset to meet the needs of all stakeholders at all scales.  

Tom explained that “local guidance” from the federal perspective refers to both state and 

local governments.   

 

A major goal is to develop a stewardship agreement between the federal government and 

the State of North Carolina.  Even though North Carolina has been intimately involved 

for years with the development of both 1:24K and local resolution scale NHD data, no 

formal agreement with USGS guides that process. 

 

Local resolution or large scale stream data developed by the state or by counties are not 

maintained separately.  Local resolution updates may be directly incorporated in the 

1:24K database.  The NHD is becoming a multi-resolution dataset of features mapped at 

1:24K scale or higher.  The local resolution data for the 19 western NC counties have not 

been incorporated into the NHD although this is planned. 

 

The committee has identified some needs.  One is in-depth communication and the 

revival of this committee, with representation from state and local government agencies, 

will help address this.  Another need is to maintain connectivity between HND data and 

NC specific external tables, indexes and feature-level metadata.  The NC Division of 

Water Quality maintains a lot of external data that are important to DWQ’s regulatory 

activities.  The committee recognizes the need for state level funding to support the goals.  

This will require a business case for using the NHD and the committee hopes to develop 

this business case. 

 

Tom said the committee is now meeting regularly.  The tentative date of the next meeting 

is April 11.  Tom said the LGC can identify additional local government representatives 

to the committee.  Alice said she had been attending the meetings because of New Bern’s 

interest in stream mapping issues and plans to continue her attendance. 

 

 

http://ncgicc.net/Committees/StatewideMappingAdvisoryCommittee(SMAC)/StreamMappingAdvisoryCommittee.aspx)
http://ncgicc.net/Committees/StatewideMappingAdvisoryCommittee(SMAC)/StreamMappingAdvisoryCommittee.aspx)
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GICC AND M&O REPORT 

 

Julie reported that Colleen Sharpe retired from the City of Raleigh.  She does plan to 

work part time for the city and will continue as the NCLM appointment to the GICC and 

as the TAC chair.  Most of the other items from the GICC have been mentioned in other 

reports.  The minutes of the February 13 GICC meeting are on the website. 

 

NC GIS CONFERENCE  

 

Tom reported that the Post Conference webpage 

(http://www.ncgisconference.com/2013/post_conference.aspx) is live with lots of 

information, including the Conference Proceedings with links to the presenters’ 

PowerPoints.  He received great response this year with close to 80% of the 

presentations, at least the non-panel presentations.  The winners of the Herb Stout Local 

Government Awards are also posted along with links to their submissions.  The Awards 

Committee reported more submissions than ever indicating recognition of the value of the 

awards.  Local governments are utilizing GIS to great effect as witnessed by Kathryn’s 

presentation today. 

 

The Herb Stout Award winners were the Town of Cary in the city government category 

and Greenville Utilities in the regional government category.  There was a tie in the 

county government category between Craven County and Moore County. 

 

Attendance exceeded 1,000 for the first time.  Tom believes it is the largest GIS 

conference in the country, other than some of the user group meetings such as the Esri 

conference.  Tom said the success of the conference is a tribute to the GIS users in North 

Carolina county, city and state government and the value that the GIS community derives 

from the conference. 

 

Tom mentioned a couple of sessions.  One was “Enterprise GIS Management Sutras.”  

He recommended that people look up the definition of sutras but a short definition is 

guidelines to live by – in this case GIS guidelines for GIS Enterprise Management.  The 

moderator and panelists developed the sutras during the session and they are now posted 

on the Post Conference web page.  The notes for “A Crystal Ball: The World of GIS in 

2015” are now posted. 

 

LGC ACTION LIST 

 

Tom will update the action list 

 

OTHER BUSINESS 

 

Jessica said she may be interested in the LGC chair role but cannot make a commitment 

at this time.  Tom checked the membership terms and reported that the terms of Kathryn 

Clifton (NCLM), Gene Hume (CURISA) and Jessica will expire at the end of June.  The 

organizations will have to make those appointments.  Julie asked when Tom contacts the 

http://www.ncgisconference.com/2013/post_conference.aspx
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organizations for appointments.  Tom said in June.  Once the appointments are made, the 

LGC typically holds a special meeting or phone vote to elect the chair so one is in place 

before the August GICC meeting.  

 

 

NEXT MEETING 

 

The next LGC meeting is scheduled for May 22. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned. 


