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Talking Points / Marketing

Sourced need from Strategic Plan

Developed set of talking points, marketing
plan, and case study to illustrate Iimportance
of GIS data and data sharing to decision
makers

Recently completed and will be distributed

Utilized remaining funds from CAP grant In

2 order to get assistance in developing
f‘ document




- ¥

Street Centerlines

SC DOT - developing functional
specifications document for application to

bring state/local roads together
Initial test case was Lexington County
Focused on willing / voluntary participation

of counties

Will ultimately result in a more complete
data set with both DOT and county based

Information



Street Centerlines
E911 ORS Group

Acquiring regular updates from most
counties now

Greatly increased rate of updates

Several counties severely out of date have
been updated (relationships)

Streamlined process of getting updated data
— working with E911 and coordinator

9 aT{ Examining web-based means of distribution
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Address Points

Address points from most counties that
have them have been incorporated

Some municipalities maintain their own
address points — incorporated where
possible

Some organizations require a data
agreement




Address Point Status
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Parcels

Strategic plan indicated importance of
parcels

Currently pursuing access to parcels
Very sensitive subject for most counties

Data Is viewed as extremely valuable asset
by the counties

Currently have eight counties, two more
J %{ sending data, project still in process




Parcels — Next Steps

Continue to request data, contacting
counties, etc.

Determine need for one parcels layer
(statewide) versus access to data on county
by county basis

If one layer Is needed, identify state level
data steward to work on maintenance
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Image Server Status

Initial server tests results — slow
oaded new server software — initial testing
phases

New software — better server/data
management capabilities

Test area being loaded (Columbia)
Focus — bandwidth usage / speed
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Data Agreement

Several local government organizations
require data agreements to access their data

Every agreement is different, each agency
sSigns
Goal: to develop an agreement that can

work for state and local government data
sharing and participation

Concern: South Carolina Open Records
Laws
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