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Geographic Information Coordinating Council 

NC ONEMAP GOVERNANCE COMMITTEE 
February 17, 2014 

2:00 to 3:00 PM 

OITS 

 

MINUTES 

 
Attending: Stan Duncan, Dee Hill, Bob Brinson, Sarah Porper, John Farley, David Giordano, and 

Jeff Brown, and on the phone, Kathryn Clifton and Ryan Draughn 

 
1. Approval of Minutes of January 21st Meeting – approved as submitted. 

 

2. Current Status of NC OneMap Program 

a. Operational Status: Servers, Connections, Data Releases  

 

David reported on the following data releases: 

 Shellfish Growing Areas 

 2013 Orthophoto Seamlines (to accompany new 2013 imagery) 

 Animal Operations 

 Federal Lands 

 Managed Areas 

 Natural Heritage Element Occurrences 

 Significant Natural Heritage Areas 

 37 NCDOT map services (hosted by NCDOT discoverable through NC OneMap; this is 

the public release of services previously applied internally in the Spatial Data Viewer).   

 

b. Relevant Usage Statistics   

David displayed an online set of statistics.  Visits to NC OneMap web services (hosted by 

CGIA) have been normal over the past three months. This does not include services hosted 

by NCDOT and others.  The spatial distribution of visits indicates heavy use in North 

Carolina, as expected.   

 

3. Review of Goals and Priorities 

a. Completed Enhancements to NC OneMap  

b. Planned Enhancements (next 90 days) 

  

 The current status of the Infrastructure build-out: 

 Eastern Data Center (EDC) web server created (duplicate of Western Data Center, in 

Forest City, NC) 

 Geodatabases on EDC Database server upgraded to ArcGIS 10.2.1 

 Installation of ArcGIS Server 10.2.1 on EDC GIS server is beginning shortly 

 

 NC OneMap staff activities in the last month include: 

 EPA parcels project implementation (in March-April) 

 Progress on elevation download from Geoportal imagery tab 
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 In the weeks ahead, the team will also work on: 

 Web statistics automation 

 Website redesign 

 NC OneMap 

 GICC 

 

4. Fresh Look at Requirements for NC OneMap 

Stan asked what visitors to NC OneMap want, request, or need.  What is not available yet?  NC 

OneMap cannot be static.  It needs to maintain value.   

 

Bob asked about the discussion in the General Assembly related to the concept of charging for 

geographic data, related to revenue generation.  Adding value to data and charging for that value 

could help recover costs if consumers are willing to pay.  Are there requests above and beyond the 

data that are provided for free?  Custom programming and analysis could be value added services. If 

something is requested by enough consumers, there could be a solution that is worth creating.  

Meaningful revenue needs mass appeal.  

 

Stan’s experience in Henderson County is that making data freely available online is the best 

approach. There are private organizations making money from adding value to local data, not from 

selling (freely available) data itself.  Also, advertising can be attached to a free service, and tiered 

service that is sold.   

 

John’s experience is that infrequent special requests do not justify setting up fee-for-service custom 

services.  Doing ad-hoc custom research is not a money-maker or worth setting up. He pointed out 

the value of enterprise services like address verification would be valuable to many agencies and 

perhaps could justify charging.   

 

Jeff added that years ago CGIA sold copies of data on CD and found that users found many ways to 

obtain the same or similar data at no charge elsewhere; it is hard to make public information 

exclusive.  (The approach supported part of a receipt-supported position but required a lot of 

transaction time for all concerned). 

 

John pointed out that an address verification service subscription could be a realistic approach for 

state agencies to benefit from the service at a reasonable cost. It could be available for a fee to the 

public.  Datasets would be free, but the value-added service could generate revenue.  Stan pointed out 

that address data will be valuable to all levels of government.   

 

Stan added that the Census Bureau likes working with NC because of statewide databases.  Are there 

other states charging for data and services?   

 

Bob suggested that the committee discuss these concepts in more depth in case there is a directive to 

charge for geographic data.  

 

David emphasized that data must be current to sustain its value.  

 

Revisiting the elevation related datasets, Stan pointed out the value of slope and aspect to state park 

and forest service workers.  SGUC has a regular agenda item on new data and services; he and Jeff 

will make sure that Dan Madding is aware of the new derived elevation products.  
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5. NC OneMap Communication/Outreach Opportunities/Stories 

The Land Records workshops will afford an opportunity to update participants on NC OneMap.  Jeff 

will include a segment on OneMap to go along with a presentation about the EPA Parcels project.  

 

6. Policy Issues from Group 

 

Reminder to the committee: see the discussion of LIDAR and elevation in the minutes for the 

Management and Operations Committee from earlier this afternoon. 

 

7. Future Meetings 

March 17 

April 21 

May 19 

June 16 

July 21 

 

The meeting adjourned at 3:40 PM. 


