M eeting Description: Michigan Geographic Framework Users Meeting

Date: August 7, 2003 Time: 10:00 am.

L ocation: Michigan Center for Geographic Information, George W. Romney Building, 10th FHoor,
Conference Room

l. Approva of Meeting Minutes

. Geographic Framework Program
A. Veson3

Everett Root, Center for Geographic Information (CGl), reported that Version 3awas created and a
variety of geography and table products were delivered to Michigan Department of Transportation
(MDQT), Michigan Technological University, and a couple of counties. Verson 3ahad dl the linear
referencing so that they could get some projects started. Version 3adid not have the attributes for
2002 legidative digtricts (Senate, Congress, House), 2000 census tracks or 2000 census block groups.
Those are now dl filled in statewide and updated the school didtricts. Had to split one physica
referenced (PR) road and then created Version 3b. The shape fileis processing as we speak and will
go into the Geographic Data Library. Verson 3b will be the available verson for the time being. That
will include the Map Image Viewer files. CGI does qudity control during the creetion of shape files.
Lake and river polygons can be generated and CGI can show people how to do that. Verson 1 lake
and river polygons got alot of attention by Michigan State University (MSU). Not al of the changes
could be brought into Verson 2. Out of the 11,000 named lakes in the state; about 900 of them were
lost. CGl fixed most of thosein Version 3. Not al the arcs associated with the lakes and polygons
have aname, so naming may gill be anissue. CGI wants to work on getting lake names this next year
up-to-date.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS stated that he is trying to make an assessment a what
point it is safe to use framework and will see where dl the right roads need to be added. And not get
caught in another mgor revison.

B. Next Steps

Everett Root, CGl, reported that it is going to quiet down consderably. CGl isreceiving the 2002
Act 51 maps and will incorporate the new certified roads from those maps into framework, make the
ddetionsindicated, and makejurisdictiond trandfersindicated. The number of features that that
effects within acounty isminima. That covers the county-owned roads, which are the township
jurisdictions. City and village maps have not been received yet, but they will be incorporated within
the next few months. What will be seenin theroad layer are Act 51 changes and trunk line changes
that MDOT makes. Federd Aid Urban Boundaries (FAUB) have been mapped using framework
Features and under review and then left and right Federa Urban Boundary codeswill go on al
framework Features, then polygons can be created and Nationad Functiond Class will be reviewed and
updated based on these boundaries.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, asked for an explanation of FAUB are different from
Urban Boundaries.

Joyce Newell, MDOT, responded that the Census Bureau defines the Urban Boundaries gtrictly on
population density. FAUB highways are enlarged for areas where it makes sense for trangportation
uses. Have to include Census Bureau boundaries but can enlarge for growing areas or where
trangportation facilities don’'t make sense. FAUBSs would be a little smoother — they won't be as jaggy
as the Census Bureau boundaries because they are till based on population. They pay no atention as
to whether there is aroad there or not or whether they are connected properly.

Everett Root, CGl, added that thisis under review because the Federd Highway Adminigtration
(FHWA) approves them.

Joyce Newel, MDOT, dated that they have al been gpproved at this point. Last year they went to
the urban areas and asked for revisions to the boundaries and they got al those back. MDOT asked
FHWA to hold approva until January so that it would not have to be reported in 2002 on the federa
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reporting because they would not have time to get them dl in. All the changes are in effect January to
date. The roadway Functiond Classfication within a boundary becomes urban versus rura outside
the boundary and effects funding.

Everett Root, CGl, asked if thiswould change the Functional Classification attribute based on
insde/outsde on the roads.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, commented that over the next ten years how many times
would this be used?

Joyce Newdl, MDOT, responded that the road agencies will use thisto determine whether they
qualify for federd funding and how much they qudify for. Between Verson 2 and Verson 3 there
were alot of roads added because of Act 51.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, said he istrying to decide when to jump in to have things
rddivey sable.

Everett Root, CGl, responded that positiondly for roads and for cities and township boundaries
things are rdadively sable.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, asked for clarification that nodes and arcs are pretty
gable. CGl isjudt attributing more information per ssgments?

Everett Root, CGlI, confirmed that and added attributing will be the mgority of CGI’swork now
will be attributing and updating.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, asked if it can be done at any time but the topology can
be the same.

Everett Root, CGl, stated that CGl is going to minimize the topology changes now.

Joyce Newel, MDOT, asked if CGI had an idea how soon FAUBs will be available.

Everett Root, CGlI, dated that Susan Berquist isresponsble for this and he believes that they are
looking at October. And it will line up with Version 3b.

Joyce Newell, MDOT, commented that the Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMYS)
needs to reflect the new Functiona Classes that are in the new FAUBs.

Gordon Rector, United States Census Bureau, asked about the private roads that are not in
framework now, would they only be added routinely if a county updated them and sent them to CGl
because private roads do not comein on the Act 51 data.

Everett Root, CGI, commented that the Qualified Voter File (QVF) isgoing to help with that. Also
acounty or community who takes time to review framework or 9-1-1 gpplication that uses framework
may provide information.

Joyce Newell, MDOT, added that there were a couple of counties that included their private roads
onther Act 51.

Anita Campbdll, Oakland County GIS, stated that the road commission is working on adding
private roads.

Charles Bender, Michigan State Industries (M Sl), asked about the DNR trail system.

Everett Root, CGl, responded that CGI will work on thisaswel. Theindication isthat alot of
work has been done in the Upper Peninsula with the snowmobiletrails. CGl provided the Digpatch
Center in Negaunee with framework for their 9-1- 1 dispaich syssem. They are very interested in
information on trails for 9-1-1 cdl phone cdlsthat comein off thetrails. CGI will be looking at trying
to incorporate those and get them identified uniquely — possibly PRs and mile points. Then if
somebody callsin not knowing where they are, they can try to find xy cell phone position and digpatch
vehicles based on common name using mile points. That is going to be part of the CGI sysem. CGlI
isadso going to do voter precincts. They have put precincts on two counties as part of a pilot project
and from that will come the county commissioner didtricts.

C. Digitd Ortho Update

Sherm Hollander, Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR), reported that they
have the remainder of the state under contract for production of the color imagery. There are two
groups of contracts — the United States Forest Service (USFS) is doing Huron Manistee National
Forest areas in the upper northern Lower Peninsula; the DNR is contracted to do the remaining
counties— there is a group above the Huron Manistee Nationd Forest that includes: Alpena,
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Kakaska, Otsego, Grand Traverse, Benzie, Ledenau and a scattering of counties the southern
Lower Peninsula: Clinton, Montmorency will be finished up. Thiswill be 1:40,000 scale color

infrared 1998 Series Nationd Aerid Photography Program (NAPP) imagery flown by United

State Geologica Survey (USGS).

Everett Root, CGl, added that they are still working to get statewide1998 coverage. That's
what we will have asaresult of this. These will go on the Geographic Data Library asthey are
delivered in norma progression.

Sherm Hollander, DNR, stated that they are expecting completion of the National Forest by
the end of the caendar year and the MDNR’ s will begin coming in by the end of the year and
finished up the first part of next year.

D. Framework Network Pilot Partnerships Update

Everett Root, CGl, reported that thisis a pilot program underway with some of the county
Geographic Information System (GIS) agencies who submitted informetion in partnership with
their county clerk in GIS formatted information to go into the Qualified Voter File (QVF) for
that process and the geographic festures are available to update the framework. The pilot is
underway with 5-6 counties. Have not had the opportunity to review and put the geography into
the framework. But the data does go into the QVF street index on aregular basis. Another
opportunity was presented with the 9-1- 1 Dispatch Center in the Upper Peninsula— the
communication director at the Negaunee Post is organizing a better feedback mechanism of road
information of the Upper Peninsula counties into the framework that then can be uploaded into
their system. CGI has received centerline files with address information for Keweenaw and
Luce Counties. The 9-1-1 Digpatch Center not only dispatches the Upper Peninsula but afew
other counties. So because of these opportunities in the Upper Peninsula now the driving force
was the 9-1- 1 Dispatch Center doing a good job of communicating and bringing some of these
agenciestogether. They did not know that CGI existed. They were getting ready to go online
with a9-1-1 computer aided dispatch and they started looking for mapping information at the
locd levd. What was available was varying format and qualities and they were running into
problems. They were ready to go live and they had no map and CGI sent them afileand it
uploaded well and they were up and running. CGI isgoing to look at getting software here that
they use. The company’s name is Plan Equipment out of Texas. If CGI getsit they may be able
to upload into their system.

E. Ral Update

Everett Root, CGl, reported that with the completion of Verson 2, the timing was right and
there wasred interest from MDOT with the agencies involved with rall: freight, passenger, and
non-motorized. Their were meetings and input from agencies. CGI garted repostioning dl the
ral festuresin framework and coding them with active/inactive, and festures that need to be
reviewed because they may not be seen on photos. When the MDOT rail staff first looked at
framework rail, they indicated that it is probably 1960 vintage. Michigan’srall mileage pesked
at about 11,000 miles and is now down to 4,000. So thereisalot of rail that can be removed or
change classfication of. Somerails have gone over to trails and they are important. CGI will
identify trails and put coding on them and eventudly maybe enable linear referencing using the
PR mile point system. There will be data that agencies keep in regardsto thesetrails. Asof
right now it isjust centerline. There are right-of-way issues and land transfersissues that CGl
will not get into. They want to identify the activerall and identify if itisamain line or asding
or ayard. Then CGI will look at the inective rail and then have decisons made about what can
be deleted or if it isimportant to one of the trail organizations. Also will be ableto tag al of the
grade crossings. Everywhere arailroad track crosses aroad there isanationd inventory (NI)
number which will be assigned to the node in framework so that the NI number can be used to tie
datato. CGI should have the repositioning done statewide in early September. CGI recelved a
file from SEMCOG that was early 2000 vintage that will be used as the source for activelinactive
there. SEMCOG did alot of work with the rail companiesto find out current information.
Everett attended aral meeting at the Michigan Rall Association officein Lanang. There were
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representatives from the three largest companies in Michigan: Canadian Nationd, Norfolk
Southern, and CSX. CGlI explained what they are doing and they indicated that they had staff
who could provide activefinactive information. Thiswill be used as a source as CGI continues to
refine the information on therall. The god is adaewide active raill map sometimein

September, which will be put out for review. CGI will then talk with the non-motorized, Rails-
to-Trails, non+profit groups, and non-date agencies that were involved in thismeeting. CGlI will
get them to gart looking a some things CGlI finds as inactive and they can let us know what is
important and CGI can begin to code those.

. Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) Projects and Activities
Sherm Hollander, MDNR, nothing to report.

V. Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) Projects and Activities

Joyce Newell, MDQOT, reported that MDOT made contact ayear ago with each of the federa
forests asking for GIS for the forest roads. Joyce just followed up again and plansto add to
framework when they are available. There are about 1,000 miles of roadway that MDOT hasto
report on the HPM S to Washington eachyear. MDOT only knows what county they arein, but
not where they are. MDOT is dill looking at the right-of-way scans that they got from Michigan
State Industries (MSl). MDOT istrying to get them into their software package, Caliper,
Maptitude, and Transcad. Ther staff person who will do thisisin the Upper Peninsula
collecting data. MDOT has 4 teams out now working with the regions and the county agencies
collecting data for Asset Management for al federa aid roads across the state. They are sarting
in the northern counties and working their way south. The god for collection completion is
November for the entire state. The data being collected istype of lanes, type of roadway and
condition. MDOT islooking for a couple of counties for doing adrain pilot. Looking at the
possibility of coding the drainage district boundaries, attributing drains into framework with
drain names, and creeting alayer in framework for drains that are not in framework. For the
pilots they will use dl the data they have for those counties to see how long it would take to do
everything. MDOT only needs what interacts with the roads, but it would nice for framework to
have afull set of data. Given that federd funding is available for the federa ad roads as well,
most drains interact with some of those roads. It can be justified for the pilot counties to see how
long it will take to do. If it doesn't take too long, they may do it for as many counties as they can
get the data for.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, stated that MDOT may want to first find out how
many drainsthere are per county. Some counties have many.

Joyce Newell, MDQOT, responded that there are 53 counties that assess MDOT for drains. So
they don’'t have data on the other counties. As complete ajob asthey can do is beneficid for
more people. The Drain Association is quite interested in having this looked at in more detall
aso.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, asked if thistiesinto the Sate initiative to acquire 2-
foot contour statewide.

Joyce Newdl, MDOT, answer that it does not at this point.

Everett Root, CGl, added that MDOT islooking at working from the source materiasthat are
sent in for assessment purposes.

Joyce Newell, MDOT, added that some counties have digital and for those there probably is
not as much work to do. MDOT istrying to get a county that has only paper maps and one that
has only digitd to compare the difference. Some of the maps are pretty old and some are not the
grestest quality.

Everett Root, CGl, reported that afew counties have shared their drain layerswith CGl. The
collector of paper maps has been MDOT through the assessment process.

Charles Bender, MSl, added that he understood that MDOT has between 3,000-5,000 maps
that need to be scanned or digitized.



Joyce Newell, MDOT, reported that MDOT’ s next effort will be reporting back to Federa
Highway Adminigtration (FHWA) and Highway Performance Monitoring Sysem (HPMS)
where they report mileage and road conditions. Currently they take their base data for the
universe off of the Needs Assessment from 1983. Asset Management wants to retire the Needs
Assessment gracefully, but will ill need the same segmentation because that iswhét is used for
HPMS. MDOT will be working this summer and fal on how to save the information from the
Needswhich is Average Dally Traffic (ADT) until they are replaced with better ADTs and get
segment information from framework. That requires the FAUB, Functional Class changes, €tc.
must be discussed to decide the best game plan to make things work on schedule.

Kathleen Weesses, MSU, asked if there was anything new regarding the traffic survey.

Joyce Newell, MDQOT, responded that MDOT is gtill planning on doing it, but she doesn’t
know any more than that thisfdl.

V. Michigan Department of Environmenta Quality (MDEQ) Projects and Activities
Nobody in attendance.

Kathleen Weessies, MSU Map Library, stated that she has been trying to get in touch with
John Esch. Isthere anybody elsein MDEQ that know about GIS?

Everett Root, CGl, stated that John Clark isin CGI and he might be able to recommend
someone.

Kathleen Weessies, MSU Map Library, asked about Rick Sorrell.

Charles Bender, MSI, added that it depends on the data that is needed.

Kathleen Weessies, MSU Map Library, responded that they are looking for wastewater data.

Anita Campbdl, Oakland County GIS, stated that Rick isinvolved in their partrership
attempting to work with Federd Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) to develop wetlands
delineations.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, asked if they are redoing the inventory or fine
tuning it?

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, responded that they have got funding from FEMA to
do a countywide reddinestion of the floodways and are doing a pilot with them.

VI.  Michigan State Police (MSP) Projects and Activities

Eric Nischan, MSP, reported that they continue to work on the integration for ETeam emergency
management oftware with MSP GIS layersto be sure that it dl works. So far it isgoing dong
smoothly. They are laying the ground for trangtion to SDE. Would welcome any experience
migrating to SDE.

VII.  Michigan State Industries (MSl) Projects and Activities

Charles Bender, MSl, reported that MSI have finished 25 lakes for Fisheries. They have sent M S
10, more which should consume their budget at thistime. They have made a pitch for additiona
funding and have to wait for next meeting this month. They are asking for funding for 100-300 lakes
and get more funding so they can to finish up the balance of the 2,600. They are sending MSl digita
ortho maps aswell as regular paper map fromaTIFF. MS is georeferencing it and sngpping it to
framework. ldentifying bottom types, vegetation, and inletsoutlets. MSl hasit down to 20-30
minutes per lake. MSl is providing Fisheries free qudity control work becauseit is only taking about
5-7 minutes per lake. The metadatais aso free because MSl wrote an AML file that plugs everything
in except for a couple of entries that need to be changed. MSl has trimmed down the cost
condderably. Because of theway that MSl is able to do the work, Fisheriesis more than happy to try
to get as much work asthey are ableto. MSl has sent it as shape files and rectified/unrectified TIFFs
—to seeif they need to backwards research anything, can pull the TIFF file into anything that they
need to pull it into. MSl isworking with MDOT and just finished inputting, except for Kent County,
the last data for the As Built project that identifies dl road segments that were 1959 and older or 1960
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and newer. M Sl ran across a dozen or 0 files from the CD that were completely unreadable. There
may be issues when they get to those particular files as far astrying to do framework against them.
MSl isworking with MDOT’ s new tech and understands that he was able to pull up some of the files
that MSl sent in ArcMAP and does some tweaking in order to bring them into the Caliper software
they use. When he did that, he said that the data was poor quality, which doesn’t meke much sense
because the TIFF file wouldn't have changed. They are trying to identify where the problem in the
resolution might be. One option being considered isif they can get a copy of Cdiper or Maptitude.
Then MS might be able to identify some other way to bring the data into the program.

Sherm Hollander, MDNR, asked about the lake maps for the Fisheries Division, of 2,600 total
goproximatey how many were finished.

Charles Bender, MSl, responded that there are close to 100 completed between the MSI GIS
Department and various MSU projects that were done. Fisheriesis|leaning more toward having MSI
do the balance because of standardization. For each project that MSU does and then provides them
with datait isdl for whatever that particular project requires and nothing is condgstent. This data has
not been made available. MSl is going to scan in and make a cross-reference for the metadata for the
lakesthat MSl is creating into a separate data base file through Microsoft Access and then cresting
hyperlinks to the individua TIFF files. Then can pull up apage by county that will identify each of
the lakes within that county. Can aso hyperlink to metadata for that lake or to the TIFFfile? Itisa
pet project of MSl that may be made available to MDNR once far enough into it to present it to seeiif
they would be interested in it.

VIIl. CGI Projects and Activities
A. Qudified Voter File (QVF) to the Map Pilots

Everett Root, CGl, reported that CGI isworking on severa pilots for the QVF to the framework
map. Thereisastrong desire by the Department of State (DOS) to have the QVF Street Index St on
the framework. GIS has become part of the Hlp AmericaVote Act (HAVA) in Michigan. Itisa
federa act, but they are looking a using the funding that Michigan is going to get to use GISto help
improve the entire voting sysem. They have other things that they are going to do with the
equipment, ballots, etc. But they are looking a GISto help with the system. It is going to be a multi-
year process. CGl isgoing to put dl of the eection geography on the framework. That includes the
legidative didricts, minor civil divisons (MCDs), cities and villages, voter precincts, county
commissioner districts and school digtricts as accurate as possble. That isthe informetion that isin
the QVF Street Index. Precinct isthe smalest common denominator for every record. So every time
that a precinct changes a new record is generated for the Street Index and with that record comesthe
address information and other associated eection geography. CGlI islooking at how to get the records
in their present format on to the framework. They are finding that there is one record that makes up
10-12 ssgmentsin framework. CGI islooking at the process of getting the information on the
framework and interpolate the address ranges. There are areas where CGI has one framework segment
and they have two records because there is a precinct or school district break there that should be on
that segment in framework. CGI will have to manipulate some of the framework geography to maich
these records. There are three general areasthat are being piloted. 1. There is aweb application that
CGl islooking at to do avariety of things. A) They are dlowing the clerks or locd units of
government accessto look at framework and e ection geography with the possibly of input of new
information — new dtreets or precinct changes. B) Allowing for review of CGI’swork. C) A possible
scenario building tool where a clerk could select polygons to determine voter population within a
precinct. If they have a precinct where the lines are too long every eection day, thistool would alow
them to click an areawithin their community and assgn it to an adjoining precinct and it will redo the
numbers. CGl is going to propose aweb gpplication within those three areas as part of their proposa
to DOS. The pilots are to determine what it would take to do thisin redlity. All thework at the
present time is going into a proposa, which is due in September.  One thing that the web application
will do isto help with communication between DOS and the important input of the locd officids
whose input CGI needs. The Street Index hasits usesin the format that it is. CGI isnot going to put
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al the data on the map and then have the map in its present format become the Street Index. Thereis
dill aneed to haveit in acertain format. 2. CGl islooking a the idea of having a mester addressfile
that will come out of framework and match the Street Index. The Street Index would St on one side
and have its uses and be updated nightly through the address file that gets updated from the geography.
It isaconcept that CGI will put into the proposal as a method to continue the Street Index, asit isyet
not able to be updated by updating the geography. 3. A jurisdiction will get the framework and the
Street Index will get reconciled. Everything is agreed upon — al the street names, address ranges, and
the eection geography matches. From then on any change for the jurisdiction will go into geography
fird, then the master addressfile, and then into the Street Index. There will be alist of jurisdictions

that will update the Street Index and continue to use that. As they become reconciled MGF that list
will be smdler and CGI will use geographic methodology for the jurisdictions they can. There will be

a better framework product and hopefully a much cleaner Street Index for DOS to match the votersto.
That is the intermediate step — the web gpplication might alow a change to comein, the change goes
into the geography, then out of the geography into the Street Index. To get the present QVF Street
Index information into framework is another pilot. There are jurisdictions where a staff member has

an Access table and Alden Leatherman wrote a program that alows selection of arecord in the Access
table and the address range information then can go onto sdlected set of framework arcs. Thisis
greamlining the process of getting data from this table into framework provided dl the eection
geography matches. In the first jurisdiction completed, there were 200 street index records and 65
matched on the firgt attempt where they interpolated the address ranges normally across a series of
segmentsin framework. The biggest problem is the lack of good zip codes on framework. The Street
Index zip codes need to be on framework and they are looking at waysto do that. Trying to work with
the United States Postdl Service (USPS). CGI has had a meeting in Grand Rapids and they have been
promised another meeting. CGI proposed going there and look at their resources that would help
verify where these zip code locations are. CGl may be looking at taking the clerks word for it for the
time being. CGI got 65 out of 200 to match and they don’t know how many of the remaining are a
result of bad zip codes. Staff datesthat thisis a significant problem.

Anita Campbd|, Oakland County GIS, said that if CGlI figures out the source for the zip code
boundaries, please let her know.

Everett Root, CGl, responded that there are number of things that the USPSisworking on. Oneis
aloca addressing authority, which the USPS rules states they are supposed to work with. They are
supposed to be compiling alist that they will share with CGI. CGI has dready started aligt like that.
And CGI wantsto establish that list of who isthe authority on names and addresses. Then they are
supposed to work with the local postmasters on the zip code information. CGlI offered to print maps
for them. CGI did print maps for Royd Oak and have never gotten anything back yet. CGlI has lots of
ideas — taking staff over there to look at the resources, print maps, send problem areas to them. The
upper management involved in the first meeting was pogtive that they wanted this State/lUSPS
relationship to happen. If they can make it work, they would like to take it to Memphis office of the
USPS.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, stated that eventudly if there is a semi-decent cadastral
layout and populates parcels with the appropriate zip codes and you can go backwards.

Everett Root, CGlI, stated that he has not had a chance to see what their resources are. As soon as
they see what USPS has, they will have a better chance of streamlining a process to figure out where
the zip code breaks are. But you can’t build zip code polygons.

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, commented that they just resorted to using the process
Jeroen Wagendorp just described of using parcels as a reference theme and infers where some of the
boundariesare. They did receive some legd descriptions from the Roya Oak office and they
caculated that they have a document to support about 50% of them. Then if the parcels show that
boundary built based on the legd description doesn’t work, and then they will edit the boundary based
on parcels. They know that the tax bills are getting there and that is a pretty good sign that the zip
code is pretty good.



Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, stated that in 1992 Allegan County had alot of floating
polygons with different zip codes with alot of jumping back and forth.

Everett Root, CGl, added that the ability to change that is at the locdl leve, but doesn’'t know if it
then comes up to the region. 1t was encouraging from the start and CGl is hoping that something will
happen to help with the zip code issue. One of the other big things are the school digtricts. They are
an important component of eection geography for school didtrict eections. Getting school didtrict
boundary updates are difficult because they can change yearly and often change on parcels. So CGlI
has talked about getting parcels with the school district codes. Some communities have that. That
could be another resource CGI would liketo look at. Ultimately the source for al thiswill be the clerk
for the time being — will try to get them to work with the GIS Office when available. Therewill bea
lot more to report on this. Anything done with these web applications will be useful in other aress.
The programming, reporting of information back and forth, and capture of locd information - it will
al bevery usful.

B. Act 51 Mapping

Everett Root, CGl, reported that CGI has reconciled 2001 Act 51 mapsto framework. That wasa
big component in Verson 3. They created city and village Act 51 maps earlier thisyear and arein the
process now of creating township maps for the county road commissions. Twenty-two counties have
been completed. CGI makes the maps, make the PDF, and have them sitting and waiting for review.
Technicaly they don’t go out until January, but CGI wantsto get as much done now possible. CGl is
looking at new software to help with the labeling. Now everything is donein ArcMAP. Itisagood
way to get framework out there and get the road commissionsto look &t thet.

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, asked if Oakland County is one of the 22 and who the
contact person at the road commission.

Everett Root, CGl, stated that CGI doesn’t have a contact person because CGl makes the maps and
then they go to Dick Turcott, MDOT. They go through the flow there. CGlI did dl the cities and
villages and they were mailed out during the winter and spring months. CGI has not had a chance to
see areturn on those yet. They are till being processed & MDOT.

Joyce Newel, MDOT, asked if the ones being created now are from the changes that were sent
back.

Everett Root, CGl, responded that the 2002 changes are incorporated. Almost al of the county
changesarein. CGlI has counties A through N in the office and the rest are about ready.

IX. Michigan State University (MSU) Center for Remote Sensing (CRS) and GIS Project and
Activities

Bill Endin, MSU CRS GIS, reported that the Center for Remote Sensing had reorganization and an
adminigrative name change, which took effect July 1. The new nameis Remote Sensing and GIS
Research and Outreach Services. Their new web address is www.rsgis.msu.edu, but the old one will
work. They have been sending out cards notifying people of the change. Function hasn't redly
changed. Staff has been cut back from 15 staff to about 11. Had alist of 5 classesthat ESRI is
scheduled to teach in the January to March period. They are mainly al building Arc GIS or Arc
Geodatabase. MSU will have afal Tech Week, September 29 through October 3. Thisis one week
of 3-hour mini-sessons. Four sessons dedl with ArcGIS (primer — migrating datainto it and editing
parcesin ArcGlS); ArcSDE; basic HTML; spatiad concepts; public data; Map Image Viewer; and land
cover/use. Theworkshops cost about $50 in the spring and Bill doesn't think that the cost has been
increased. 1n the November 3-7 period there are several 1-2 day classes at MSU: Fundamentals of
GIS, Map Image Viewer, 2-day Intro to ArcGIS, Image Rectification, and Photo Interpretation. MSU
isaso findizing negotiations with LEICA to become a LEICA Globd Postion System (GPS)
Training Center. Therewill be additiond equipment that will be available and training classesin GPS,
MSU has been land use/cover mapping in the sate. The latest has been with aKellogg Grant that has
provided matching funds for townships. Under the first round of the grant, 50 townships are underway
for land cover mapping. Thisistypicaly using 1998 color infrared images unless the township or the
county has more recent photography. Displayed a map showing which townships are involved. About
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20 of those 50 have opted for having andysis done to do change detection between the1978 Michigan
Resource Information System (MIRIS) land use mapping and the more recent mapping. MSU has
secured more funding from Kedlogg thet will dlow 25 more townshipsto be done. The match on the
new 25 is $1,500 for the township and the grant matches $1,000. As the townships are completed,
they are being put on the Center’ s server and are available through the Map Image Viewer, which
inddls by county. There will probably be discussion about other routes for distribution.

Kathleen Weessies, MSU Map Library, asked if the future 25 townships are dready lined up or do
they want to get the word out.

Bill Endin, MSU CRS GIS, responded that they want to get the word out. They don’t suspect there
will be any problem filling them. The first 50 went quickly and should be done by October this year.
Currently they will be on the Center’s server and they are available through the digtribution of the Map
Image Viewer product.

X. County / Local Projects and Activities

Anita Campbedll, Oakland County GIS, reported that their biggest initiatives now are participating
in couple regiond partnerships through SEMCOG. Oneisthe acquisition of the SEMCOG regiona
ortho imagery. They are currently seeking partners for the partnership and expecting to collect the
letter of intent from those persons next month. Ancther partnership with SEMCOG isin support of
Homeland Security through a coordination group for GIS Emergency Management. Tammi Shepherd,
Oakland County, will be heading up the public safety interface. The purpose of the coordination
group isto integrate GIS into emergency management practices. They started initidly by identifying
what data layer that should go into that, the Critical Locations: schools, public facilities, municipa
buildings, hospitas, etc. Now that they have begun the data layers that are useful for Homeland
Security issues, they need to talk about protecting the sengitive data. Data access and sharing will bea
topic that will be addressed. They are publishing dl of their datain SDE even the TIFFs, which are
awesome in SDE.

Susan Moore, Oakland County GIS, reported that they have dl their datain SDE and they are
developing some data modds. critica locations, drain commission, administrative areas, and land
management. There will be parces and roads dl in one data model and hopefully will take advantage
of al the geo database capabilities. Within the next year they plan to launch the land management
datamode. They are developing some ArclM S services — some interna and some externd.
Hopefully by Labor Day they will have a metadata service available on their internet server — then can
come to their website and search dl their metadata. That means that they need to get their metadata
written and that means communicating with their different departments to get help writing the
metadata.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, reported that he has ameeting with Ottawa, Barry, and
Kdamazoo Counties to seeif they can fly next year using one vendor. Based on what Oakland
learned, Image America’ s 6-inch black and white you can get 2,500 square miles on one contract.

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, stated that Image America came by yesterday to givea
demongtration because Oakland pressed them on the 2002 flight and shortcomings on method of
callection. They arefinding way to improve those shortcomings.

Jeroen Wagendorp, Allegan County GIS, commented that he talked to Ken Parks and explained
that Image America had given them a price for 6-inch stuff and Jeroen asked Ken for a price for 12-
inch color that would be chegper.

XI.  Regiond Projects and Activities
Nobody present.

XIl.  Federa Project and Activities
Gordon Rector, United States Census Bureaw, reported that they have downloaded the
remaning Michigan Geographic Framework (MGF) filesto evduate for the TIGER
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repositioning program. About 10 counties from Michigan had gone to their contractor earlier
this year and the Census Bureau is till waiting to hear if they have come back and ook good.
There have been some formatting issues. The contractor in Horidais till working on those.
The Census Bureau is hoping that it al works out because there are 600 more counties
throughout the country that are coming thisfiscal year. The Census Bureau is hoping that they
can do what they did this past fiscal year.

Everett Root, CGl, said that it is his understanding that Monroe County madeit dl the way
through.

Gordon Rector, Census Bureau, stated that he had not officially heard that and he has been
asking that in the weekly conference calls with headquarters and they are not sure that they can
say officidly that it has gone through. When it does, thet is the one that will be caled “The
Pethfinder” for the whole country. If Monroe County works, then we know that the contractor
has the ability to do it everywhere ese.

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, asked if thisisthelocd datathat they are taking
about.

Evereit Root, CGl, responded it is framework data.

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, added that they have served up their local roads.

Gordon Rector, Census Bureau, responded that the Census Bureau has taken framework for
most of the state, but afew like Oakland isbeing teken. Thisisan initia program to redlign the
linework in TIGER. The god isto get every county in the country to get the roadsto line up
within 7.6 meter or better accuracy. Later in the decade they will go back to the counties and get
updates. Then when they go into the 2010 census, they will have the best they can have.

Anita Campbell, Oakland County GIS, asked if there are any other loca units of government
that they Census Bureau has collected their road data?

Gordon Rector, Census Bureaw, responded that he thinks Macomb County submitted theirs.
There are not alot of counties that have gone through this process yet. The Census Bureau is
trying to load up the queue so that 600 can go through next year and alot of Michigan counties
will go through the whole process next year. The Census Bureau has another contractor that
collects 110 GPS points in each county and then they evauate the files up front to see if these
filesat least are 7.6 meter of accuracy. Then they send them off to the contractor and they use
the same 110 points when they come back from the contractor to see if they have repositioned it
correctly. Anything that they can do will make TIGER better than it is now.

XIl.  Other Issues

Kathleen Weessies, MSU Map Library, reported that she is responsible for the IMAGIN
newdetter’ s feature article for November and December. Sheislooking for ideas. Thisisa
great opportunity. If you want the word to go out statewide about one of the projects or want
people to learn about the QVF or the concept of locas feeding information to the state. The
aticlesarenot long. If you have anides, it is easy to work up a couple pages on atopic. Needs
agood solid rough draft by the end of September.

XIV. Next Meeting Date

September 4, 2003 10 am. until 12 p.m., Michigan Center for Geographic Information,
George W. Romney Building, 111 S. Capitol, 10" Floor, Lansing, M1 48913
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