
President’s Column
by Suzanne T. Larsen

 	 “PLASTICS”.    All of us of a 
certain age, or are fans of classic movies, 
remember the scene in the movie, 
The Graduate, where young Benjamin 
Braddock is told that’s where his future 
lies.  (At this point, we all hear the 
Simon and Garfunkel sound track in the 
background).
	 What is the catch word in our 
future?   In my world right now, it is 
“institutional repository”.    I have the 
same lack of full comprehension and 
possible fear of the future that Benjamin 
did.  At the University of Colorado, we 
are beginning the planning for an IR and 
I have many questions.  I know many 
of you are already there, but perhaps 
questions still remain unanswered as 
well.  Much has been written about IRs 
recently and individual experiences vary 
widely.  Among my questions are: If 
you build it, will they come?  What goes 

into an IR? Who is the “gate keeper”, 
or do you need a “gate keeper”? Should 
we have the IR, including mechanism, 
policy and space, in place just in case?  
What about preservation?  Who manages 
the IR? What kind of standard minimum 
metadata does an IR need?  Is there an 
oversight for quality?  Should items in 
an IR be considered library collections? 
How do we afford this in both time and 
money?
	 Realistically, most of my 
questions point to the library as manager.  
So the biggest question for me is how 
do we integrate this responsibility into 
the already overwhelming amount of 
work on our plates already?  In many 
cases this has resulted in the formation 
of a unit within the library whose sole 
responsibility is the management of 
digital resources and the institutional 
repository.  But how do some of us who 
are just getting started, get to this point?  
Reading into my angst, you can probably 
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guess that here at University of Colorado 
we do not have that infrastructure and 
that I have been tasked to begin to write 
policies for an IR that will most certainly 
be functional in the near future.
	 At the GSIS Annual Meeting in 
Denver last fall, we began an impromptu 
discussion of institutional repositories 
at one of our forums.  I found it very 
interesting to hear what everyone was 
doing, or not doing.  This is an issue that 
will become very important to all of us 
in the future and I am hoping that we 
will hear more at subsequent meetings.  
IRs are something that we absolutely 
cannot ignore but must embrace.
	 Recently ARL has published 
a paper on E-science:  http://www.arl.
org/bm~doc/ARL_EScience_final.pdf.  
This paper discusses the IR as a critical 
component of E-Science managed by the 
library.  Elsewhere in this newsletter is a 
summary of a session at ALA-Midwinter 
by John Hunter on E-science.  The 
concepts of E-Science and IRs are also 
tied to a recent NSF solicitation for a 
“Sustainable Digital Data Preservation 
and Access Network”, DataNet.  NSF is 
seeking to fund the development of an 
ongoing repository for digital data.  This 
involves the perpetual preservation of 
the data, standardized description of the 
data, training of the data creators and 
data users, and ultimately the ongoing 
stewardship of the repository within an 
institution.  One of major focus of this 
grant is a close relationship between 
data creators and libraries to establish a 
trusted data repository for access by a 
wider community.
	 Think “Plastics” or IR s-- like it 
or not, it is the future. Fade out to Simon 

and Garfunkel…		
VICE PRESIDENT’S COLUMN

By Rusty Kimball
	 As I find myself starting out the 
new year putting out some fires while 
I put my front burner tasks on hold, I 
wonder if some of you find yourself in 
a similar position?  As I was pondering 
this I suddenly remembered that 
someone mentioned a study recently that 
showed that the library profession was 
one of the most stressful of all.  Was I 
remembering this correctly?  What might 
be the source of that conclusion?  Do I 
feel stressed beyond a healthy level right 
now?  Do any of you?
	 I did some digging in some 
library databases and Google Scholar, 
but I was mostly running into articles 
placing nursing, teaching, and IT as 
the most stressful professions.  So I 
searched around on the open Internet 
and I believe I found the source for this 
study.  A research project in the U.K. 
has concluded that the librarian (U.K.) 
experienced more stress than those 
who work in such areas as emergency 
services and teaching.  Reportedly, 
the librarian respondents in the study 
complained of a lack of variety and lack 
of control in their jobs, and that they 
weren’t allowed to use their abilities 
fully. See http://www.timesonline.co.uk/
article/0,,2-1980961,00.html                    
                                                  		
	 I suspect that the librarians 
who were interviewed for this as yet 
unpublished study worked in public 
libraries, and/or that the U.K. system 
differs from our own, but of course 
I don’t really know.  I do know from 
looking through some Internet blogs 

http://www.arl.org/bm~doc/ARL_EScience_final.pdf
http://www.arl.org/bm~doc/ARL_EScience_final.pdf
 http://www.timesonline.co.uk/article/0,,2-1980961,00.html 
 http://www.timesonline.co.uk/article/0,,2-1980961,00.html 
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among IT professionals and librarians, 
for example, that opinions within these 
groups differ widely.  Conclusions about 
the stressfulness of these jobs just don’t 
seem to ring true with everyone working 
in these professions. 
	 So, as we move into March, 
I hope that those of us in GSIS are 
still having fun enough to stop, take 
a deep breath, and smile defiantly 
with perspective at our deadlines and 
challenges!!  

Representative Reports
ALA

submitted by John Hunter
                          E-Science@ Your 
Library
	 This hot topics discussion 
group met Saturday, January 12th at 
ALA Midwinter, and discussion ensued 
on the impact that managing and 
organizing large quantities of data will 
have on research library functions and 
operations. A major effect will be on 
libraries’ technological infrastructure, 
e-resource licensing and curation. 
There will be implications on needed 
skill sets to accommodate metadata 
creation; video production; science and 
computation that involves the complete 
realm of informatics; factors such as 
funding remains a major challenge; 
there was discussion about professional 
development for data managers who 
may have major responsibility for the 
respective institutional repositories and 
their accompanying open access models; 
some of the proactive approaches 

mentioned to prepare libraries for such 
initiatives include partnering with 
researchers (a limitation mentioned 
was the capability of talking the same 
language technical-wise as patron you 
are trying to support); position yourself 
with a direct connection to the VP for 
Research at the given institution. An 
initiative to address this heightened 
demand was  mentioned by John Saylor 
of Cornell. They are establishing a 
data concierge called DATASTAR 
which calls for increased skill sets 
and established data-retention policies 
Overall, the challenge for research 
libraries will increasingly be supporting 
and preserving research data collections 
across the sciences.

GeoRef Advisory Committee
submitted by Lura Joseph 

  October 31, 2007 - minutes
	 The GeoRef Advisory Committee 
met on October 31, 2007 at the Denver 
Hyatt Regency during the annual GSA 
conference. In attendance were Harvey 
Cohen, Shaun Hardy, Lura Joseph, 
Afifa Kechrid, Suzanne Larsen, Jim 
O’Donnell, John Steinmetz, Sharon 
Tahirkheli, and Dennis Trombatore 
(presiding).

1. Budget Notes:

	 The GeoRef budget is on target 
compared with last year’s final numbers. 
2006 revenue exceeded expectations 
and next year’s revenue figures have 
been adjusted to reflect the anticipated 
increase in revenue figures. The increase 
is partly due to GeoScienceWorld 
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(GSW) marketing. 
	 One staff position has been added 
to allow the addition of the equivalent 
of one person in Austin. A part-time 
indexer will begin work in the Austin 
area in January, and a second is being 
sought, which will result in 2 FTE in the 
Austin area. An offsite indexer was hired 
and trained in the Denver/Boulder region 
in September.
	 There was a short discussion 
about production system software 
upgrades and the committee agreed to 
tour the GeoRef department at their next 
meeting in May.
	 Core Journals: The GeoRef core 
(or priority) journals list may need to 
be revised because many changes have 
occurred since the last revision.  No 
definite decision was made on how or 
when to tackle this task.

2. Old Business – Updates

	 AESIS: The agreement with 
Geoscience Australia that is allowing 
merging of AESIS records into GeoRef 
is well under way. GeoRef staff began 
to merge records in early summer after 
mapping the AESIS data and vocabulary 
to GeoRef’s format, and work will 
continue until mid-February 2008. 

Initial load: 145,965
Deduped in AESIS: 125,272 (duplicates 
internal to AESIS)
Duplicates with GeoRef: 45,845
Added to GeoRef/AusGeoRef: 28,891 
(as of Oct. 31, 2007) 
Remaining items to process into GeoRef/
AusGeoRef: 50,452
Potential duplicates remaining: 1500.

	 AusGeoRef will still contain 
unique items that are not appropriate 
for GeoRef. ISSNs are being added to 
the series in the file. This has slowed 
processing a bit as series new to 
GeoRef are encountered. Much of the 
material that was in AusGeoRef but not 
GeoRef included open files, theses and 
dissertations, company reports, and other 
series.
	  AusGeoRef is set up to permit 
document delivery for AESIS items. 
Breakdown of items added to GeoRef so 
far, by document type: 
Theses or dissertations: 6,160
Series: 21,986
Maps: 498
Reports: 6
Books: 271

	 Cold Regions and International 
Polar Year Publications Data (IPYPD): 
The Cold Regions grant was renewed 
in September for another year with an 
increment of funding of $203,000. The 
International Polar Year Publications 
Database (IPYPD) is growing slowly but 
consistently during this first year of the 
IPY. A paper on the IPYPD was given 
at the annual SLA meeting in Denver 
in June and papers on the Cold Regions 
Bibliography Project will be presented 
at the Polar Libraries Colloquy in June 
2008 and at the International Permafrost 
Conference in July 2008. 
	 NISC (now in India) loads the 
database. The database is seamless 
between the three participating 
organizations. Duplicates and 
vocabulary are merged. IPY publications 
must be reported to one of the three 
organizations. NSF is being encouraged 
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to send reminders to authors/researchers 
to submit information. One participant in 
the project is digitizing old publications 
from previous IPYs and links to full text 
will be added to the IPYPD.  Only some 
of the records are going into GeoRef, 
ones that are appropriate subject matter. 
A record was set this year: 6,667 new 
items were added to the Cold Regions 
Bibliography.

	 Coverage Issues: Following 
the advice of the Advisory Committee 
to alter the structure of the GeoRef In 
Process (GRIP) file, meetings were 
scheduled with most of the GeoRef 
vendors to discuss how this could be 
accomplished. The Advisory Committee 
believed that the GRIP file should 
contain both current materials and 
older materials instead of the version 
of the database that contains only older 
materials. The three vendors that load 
the GRIP file (Proquest, Ovid, and 
GSW) will be provided with merged 
files no later than January 2008.  These 
merged files will allow the user to 
search both types of materials that are 
in process.  The GRIP is replaced in its 
entirety every month.  

	 Map Handout: A map of the 
world and a legend were handed out. 
These handouts show responsibility for 
indexing information for the various 
regions of the world. A large portion 
of the world is still primarily under the 
direct responsibility of AGI. It would be 
good to find more local partners, such 
as those that already exist for Australia 
and Canada. Latin America is the highest 
priority, but partners would be helpful 

in the Middle East, SE Asia (especially 
Indonesia and Malaysia), India, and 
Africa. Members of the Committee 
offered to provide contacts, i.e. Dennis 
will contact a dealer in Buenos Aires, 
and Lura will give Sharon the name of a 
librarian in India. 

	 Backlog: There are 70,000 to 
80,000 items in the Previews/In Process 
file consisting primarily of materials 
obtained from international partnerships.

3. Strategic Plan – John Steinmetz

	 The Advisory Committee spent 
some time making suggested changes to 
the part of the AGI Strategic Plan that 
relates to GeoRef.

4. Guidebook Database

	 Lura Joseph gave a brief update 
of the project to fill in guidebook series 
gaps in the GGNAD and GeoRef. She 
has applied for a sabbatical to work 
on the project. Someone suggested 
creating a database of society published 
guidebooks. Someone else suggested 
adding links to virtual regional 
guidebooks (Carolinas, Missouri, ILSG, 
etc.).

5. Status of Information Systems 
Department

	 2007 has been a record breaking 
year: More than 120,000 references (a 
33% increase) were added to GeoRef 
and 6,667 new items were added to the 
Cold Regions  Bibliography.  GeoRef 
is likely to set a record for royalties 
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received (or a close second to last year’s 
record which exceeded prior years by 
19%). 

	 CHOICE reviewed the GeoRef 
version on Proquest’s Illumina in 
August and rated GeoRef as ‘Essential’ 
calling GeoRef ‘indispensable for any 
institution that supports research in the 
geosciences’. 

	 Part of the record setting number 
of added records has been due to the 
work with AESIS. The larger number 
of additions will probably be repeated 
next year, also due to AESIS. There is a 
concern about a drop in additions after 
that. The Committee discussed other 
possible sources of data sets that need to 
be added to GeoRef, including:

•	 Fill in the information from 
journals such a GSA, back to the 
beginning for foreign information 
that was previously skipped.

•	 Springer backfiles

•	 Old surveys and territory 
publications

•	 Titles from Mary Scott’s GSIS 
Proceedings paper

•	 GSW: Mineralogical Society, 
Clay Minerals Society

	 The Advisory Committee will 
send ideas on priorities to Sharon.

6. Map-Based Interface Business 
Models

	 The possibility of a map-based 
interface for GeoRef and how that might 
work with the current GeoRef business 
model was discussed. Currently, GeoRef 
is distributed through a third-party 
vendor model. If AGI developed a map-
based interface some changes to the 
vendor relationships would be required.

	 The Committee discussed several 
options and the general consensus was 
to hold off for a year and see what the 
GeoRef vendors do about a map-based 
interface.

7. Open Discussion

	 Institutional Repositories:  
Should GeoRef be covering materials 
placed in Institutional Repositories? 
The Committee discussed the types 
of documents found in Institutional 
Repositories and suggested some 
repositories as examples of functional 
repositories to examine, including 
Caltech and IDEALS. 
	 The next committee meeting will 
be at AGI headquarters in spring, 2008.
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CARTOGRAPHIC USERS 
ADVISORY COUNCIL (CUAC)

submitted by Linda Zellmer and Clara 
McLeod

2007 AGENCY PRESENTATION 
MINUTES

APRIL 26-27, 2007
US GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, 

RESTON, VA
Sponsor

Richard Huffine, National Library 
Coordinator, US Geological Survey

CUAC Representatives in Attendance

Joe Aufmuth, University of Florida, 
ALA/MAGERT
Michael Fry, University of Maryland, 
WAML
Anne Graham, Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology, NEMO
Katie Lage, University of Colorado, 
WAML
Mary McInroy, University of Iowa, 
ALA/GODORT
Clara P. McLeod, Washington 
University, GSIS
Anita Oser, SLA, Social Science 
Division, G&M
Daniel T. Seldin, Indiana University, 
NACIS
Wangyal Shawa, Princeton University, 
ALA/MAGERT
Joy Suh, George Mason University, 
ALA/GODORT
Thelma Thompson, University of New 
Hampshire, NEMO
Linda Zellmer, Indiana University, GSIS

Federal Agency Presenters

(in order of presentation)
Richard Huffine, National Library 
Coordinator, US Geological Survey
Andrew V. “Drew” Douglas, Customer 
Relations, DHS Federal Emergency 
Management  Agency Enterprise GIS 
Solutions
Valerie Martens, Cataloging Supervisor, 
US Government Printing Office (GPO) 
– agency   discussion session
Betsy Kanalley, Assistant Program 
Manager, USDA Forest Service, 
Geospatial Services   Group
Eric M. Hubbell, Program Analyst, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency
Sam Wear (for Rob Dollison), USGS 
Geospatial One-Stop
Billy Tolar, Standards Program Manager, 
FGDC/USGS
Jenny Runyon, U.S. Board on 
Geographic Names
Timothy Trainor, Assistant Division 
Chief for Geographic Areas and 
Cartographic Data   Products, U.S. 
Census Bureau, Geography Division
Richard Huffine, National Library 
Coordinator, United States Geological 
Survey
John Hebert, Chief of the Geography 
and Maps Division, Library of Congress
Brett Abrams, Electronic Records 
Archivist, National Archives and 
Records Administration

Written Agency Reports Submitted
Department of Energy

Federal Agency Presentation Schedule

Thursday, April 26, 2007
1:15 – 3:45pm: Agency Presentations 
Session I
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1:15 – 1:30 Welcome
CUAC Chairs and Richard Huffine, 
USGS
Introduction of all members and 
agencies present

1:30 – 2:00 Andrew V. “Drew” 
Douglas, Customer Relations
DHS Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) Enterprise GIS 
Solutions

2:00 – 2:30 Valerie Martens, 
Cataloging Supervisor, US Government 
Printing Office – agency    discussion 
session

2:30 – 3:00 Betsy Kanalley, Assistant 
Program Manager 
USDA Forest Service, Geospatial 
Services Group

3:00 – 3:30 Eric M. Hubbell, Program 
Analyst, 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Friday April 27, 2007
CUAC Chairs and USGS
Introduction of all members and 
agencies present

8:45 – 9:15 Sam Wear (for Rob 
Dollison),
USGS Geospatial One-Stop
Billy Tolar, Standards Program 
Manager, FGDC/USGS

9:15 – 9:45 Jenny Runyon, 
U.S. Board on Geographic Names

9:45 – 10:15 Tim Trainor, Assistant 
Division Chief for Geographic Areas 

and   Cartographic Data Products, 
U.S. Census Bureau, Geography 
Division

10:30 – 11:00 Richard Huffine, 
National Library Coordinator, 
United States Geological  Survey, Host 
of CUAC 2007

11:00 – 11:30 John Hebert, Chief of 
the Geography and Maps Division, 
Library of     Congress

1:15 – 1:45 CUAC Liaison written 
agency reports
Member agencies unable to attend

1:45 – 2:15 Brett Abrams, Electronic 
Records Archivist, 
National Archives and Records  
Administration

Introductory Session Remarks

Richard Huffine, National Library 
Coordinator, US Geological Survey

Agency Presentation Minutes

Andrew V. “Drew” Douglas, Customer 
Relations, DHS Federal Emergency 

Management Agency Enterprise GIS 
Solutions, “Disaster Cartographic 

Products at FEMA”
(submitted by Wangyal Shawa)

	 Andrew Douglas started his 
presentation by giving a history of 
disaster cartography at FEMA, starting 
from 1992 when they used MapInfo 
software to map Hurricane Andrew, 
to the establishment of the Geospatial 
Management Office in the Department 
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of Homeland Security (DHS) when 
they merged into DHS in 2003. During 
the 2005 hurricane season, FEMA 
produced 3,000 unique map products 
created by FEMA headquarters with 
only 12 staff members. Mr. Douglas 
said they generated a lot of unique 
maps; these maps and data are part of 
the national records and need to be 
stored in libraries and made available to 
the public. However, they have certain 
concerns about what information and 
which formats of their products need 
to be made available to the public. 
He said that FEMA’s primary duty is 
to help people during disasters. They 
make status and logistic maps for 
decision makers to show where shelters 
are located and how many people are 
in each shelter, etc. They also make 
disaster declaration maps which are 
based on governors’ requests for disaster 
assistance.

	 FEMA uses different geospatial 
data products including the National 
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency (NGA) 
base product called Homeland Security 
Infrastructure Protection (HSIP) Gold, 
which is made available to all federal 
agencies involved in homeland security. 
The base product includes critical 
infrastructure, schools, medical facilities, 
utilities, transportation, dams, etc. 
FEMA not only uses the NGA HSIP 
Gold data (these data are not shared with 
the public) but also use other datasets 
such as demographic data from the 
Census and meteorological data from 
the National Meteorological Center, to 
create hurricane forecasts, hurricane 
projected and actual paths, determine 

people likely and actually effected by 
hurricanes as well as generate disaster 
maps. These maps help planners by 
giving them good ideas of how to 
prepare for the disaster and how to help 
people to recover from the disaster.

	 Mr. Douglas showed sample of 
maps done by FEMA. Some of their 
titles are:
1. 2004 Hurricane Season- Named 
Storms: Atlantic, Caribbean, and the 
Gulf of Mexico
2. 2005 Hurricane Season-Named 
Storms: Atlantic, Caribbean, and the 
Gulf of Mexico
3. Hurricane Florence - Advisory 
number 37
4. Hurricane Katrina – Advisory 23 
– Elderly Population in Wind Swath
5. Hurricane Katrina Peak Wind Gusts 
by County
6. Hurricane Katrina – Advisory 23A 
– Evacuation Orders
7. Hurricane Katrina Damage Overview
8. Hurricane Katrina – New Orleans 
- Area Road Closures and Probable 
Flooding Areas as   of 8/29/05
9. Hurricane Katrina – Allocated Space 
for Evacuees as of 1800, Saturday, 
September 3,       2005
10. Presidential Disaster Declarations: 
December 24, 1964 to February 27, 2006

	 To access FEMA geospatial data 
he suggested we visit this URL www.
gismaps.fema.gov

Valerie Martens, US Government 
Printing Office – agency discussion 

session
(submitted by Michael Fry)

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/UrlBlockedError.aspx
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/UrlBlockedError.aspx
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	 In lieu of a formal presentation, 
Ms. Martens distributed a handout 
to CUAC members summarizing 
developments at GPO and addressing 
topics brought to GPO’s attention by 
CUAC members prior to the meeting. 
Items from that handout pertinent to the 
map librarianship community include:

Map-related statistics

	 From October, 2006 through 
February, 2007, GPO distributed 
1,685,575 tangible copies of 3,842 titles 
(print, microfiche, CDs, DVDs and in-
house maps). USGS map distribution 
during the same period included 59 titles 
and 12,673 copies. From October 2006 
through March 2007, 7,171 online titles 
and 3,294 PURL links to agency titles 
outside of GPO Access were added, for 
a total of 10,465 new online titles. These 
additions bring the total number of titles 
to 216,822, and the total number of titles 
linked from GPO Access to 51,248, for a 
total of 268,070 titles accessible through 
GPO Access. From June 1, 2006 to April 
15, 2007, GPO cataloged approximately 
259 maps (GPO’s chief map cataloger 
was ill for approximately 2 months, and 
returned to work on a part-time basis for 
one month).

FDsys

	 The U.S. Government Printing 
Office’s Future Digital System (FDsys) 
will preserve, authenticate, provide 
version control, and provide access to 
digital content from all three branches of 
the U.S. Government. FDsys will be a 
comprehensive, systematic, and dynamic 

means for preserving digital content free 
from dependence on specific hardware 
or software. The system will automate 
many lifecycle processes for digital 
content and make it easier to deliver 
content in formats suited to customers’ 
evolving needs. FDsys will be released 
for agency and public use in late 2007. 
[For add’l details about FDsys, see 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs/fdlp/
pubs/proceedings/07spring/fdsys-0407.
pdf.]

USDA Soil Surveys

	 The Department of Agriculture’s 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS) is the publisher of the Soil 
Survey Reports, and these publications 
have been available for selection by the 
libraries in the FDLP for many years. 
The NRCS has traditionally issued the 
Soil Surveys as a printed set: one printed 
book and one printed map, packaged 
inside a file folder.

	 In 2006, the NRCS made a 
publishing decision to release some Soil 
Survey reports with parts in different 
formats. This has generated a significant 
number of inquiries to Library Services 
and Content Management (LSCM) 
because libraries think that the FDLP has 
inadvertently distributed incomplete sets.

	 LSCM is working with the 
NRCS in an effort to identify which 
titles are being published with 
parts in different formats. We have 
communicated to NRCS that the 
seemingly random choice of formats for 
the distribution of each Survey causes 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ffdsys-0407.pdf
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ffdsys-0407.pdf
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ffdsys-0407.pdf
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confusion in the libraries and may 
hamper access to these important and 
useful documents.

	 NRCS has indicated their goal is 
to publish all Surveys online. Until that 
goal is realized, NRCS will continue to 
print parts of Soil Surveys in different 
formats. For example, the Soil Survey 
of Anson County, North Carolina, was 
only printed in book form and the maps 
were available online only. The book 
was classed A 57.38/33:AN 8 with Item 
Number 0102-B-33 and shipped on 
Shipping List 2006-0035-S.

	 Conversely, the Soil Survey 
Map of Washington County, Vermont, is 
currently being processed for shipment 
to the FDL’s. For this Survey, the 
manuscript that accompanies the map is 
online only. The class for this title is A 
57.38/45:W 27/MAPS and it will appear 
on an upcoming shipping list.

	 At present, there is no indication 
in the printed documents that the 
additional content is available online 
only. We recommend that libraries 
consult the NRCS Soil Survey website 
at http://soils.usda.gov/survey/online_
surveys/ to determine the online 
availability of Soil Survey materials 
before sending an inquiry to LSCM.

	 Notes on GPO cataloging 
records will help identify the parts of 
Soil Surveys that have different formats. 
GPO cataloging records will be either 
a map only record (when a map is in 
print, but not the book) or a book only 
record (when there is a book in print, 

but no map) with a note stating “Book 
not distributed to depository libraries in 
tangible form” or “Map not distributed 
to depository libraries in tangible form,” 
respectively.

	 GPO appreciates the 
community’s patience while we work 
with the NRCS going forward.

	 In addition to the handout, Ms. 
Martens fielded questions and comments 
from CUAC members. She was clear 
that maps were outside her area of 
expertise, and she agreed to forward 
CUAC’s comments [see below] to 
appropriate parties within GPO. (Policy-
related questions, for example, may be 
directed to Laurie Hall at lhall@gpo.
gov.)

	 Topics raised by CUAC members 
included:

	 Geospatial Metadata. CUAC 
asked for geospatial metadata from 
Federal agencies to be converted to 
MARC format so the data can be more 
readily found, and suggested that GPO 
use a metadata format for their digital 
projects (e.g., FDsys) that’s export-
friendly. CUAC expressed continued 
interest in FDsys’s ability to incorporate 
geospatial metadata in all of GPO’s 
relevant digital initiatives. Ms. Martens 
indicated that geospatial metadata 
searching can be added to FDsys as a 
future feature, but clarification is needed 
as to exactly what is wanted (e.g., lat-
long coordinates).	
	 FEMA Flood Insurance Rate 
Maps. CUAC asked GPO to distribute 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fsoils.usda.gov%2fsurvey%2fonline_surveys%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fsoils.usda.gov%2fsurvey%2fonline_surveys%2f
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Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) 
through the Depository program.

	 Cataloging digital maps and 
geospatial data. CUAC asked for more 
routine identification and cataloging of 
digital geospatial data, maps, etc. from 
Federal agencies. Existing electronic 
publications from USGS and EPA, for 
example, don’t always have cataloging 
records. Federal agencies should be 
working more closely with GPO to make 
sure items have records. Ms. Martens 
noted that GPO’s staff is limited to 2 
map catalogers, as well as a cataloger 
working more than half-time on EPA 
docs. She directed CUAC to Proceedings 
of the 2007 Spring Depository Library 
conference, which included a Depository 
Library Council session on Web 
harvesting. [See pg. 124 at http://www.
access.gpo.gov/su_docs/fdlp/pubs/
proceedings/07spring/transcripts-0407.
pdf.]

	 Lost Documents. CUAC asked 
about procedures for notifying GPO 
about lost docs. Ms. Martens: lost docs 
are a big priority for GPO, and they’ve 
made enormous progress in the last 
couple years. The most efficient way 
to notify GPO is through AskGPO. 
Libraries can also send electronic docs to 
GPO for cataloging.

	 GPO’s Digital Projects. CUAC 
asked if there was a complete list of 
GPO’s digital projects and initiatives. 
CUAC: Is there any way to merge 
existing digital project indexes 
and consolidate them into a single 
repository?

	 Distribution. CUAC noted a 
continuing “disconnect” between what’s 
produced by federal agencies (e.g., 
FEMA’s event-specific maps) and what’s 
collected by GPO and distributed to 
depositories. Agencies are still producing 
items in print and electronically, but 
what’s distributed to depositories 
continues to decrease in number, and 
what’s available online changes over 
time. CUAC called for GPO to collect 
items that agencies aren’t motivated to 
keep in perpetuity. (Legacy publications 
come through GPO pretty well, but new 
products and titles seem to be under the 
radar.) Ms. Martens: If you find items 
like this, let us know and we’ll look into 
it. CUAC: Libraries could never keep 
up with that on an item-by-item basis. 
We need a comprehensive approach to 
dealing with how information is being 
published now.
 

Betsy Kanalley, Assistant Program 
Manager, USDA Forest Service,

Geospatial Services Group
(submitted by Katie Lage)

	 Ms. Kanalley began her 
presentation with an overview of 
the Forest Service structure, land 
management responsibilities, and 
programs. Her talk covered strategic 
goals for Forest Service geospatial 
programs, the new Forest Service 
Geodata Clearinghouse, Forest Service 
data on Google Earth, print on demand 
mapping services, and the map sales 
program.
	 The Forest Service geospatial 
programs are moving towards an 
integrated business model. They are 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ftranscripts-0407.pdf
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ftranscripts-0407.pdf
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ftranscripts-0407.pdf
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.access.gpo.gov%2fsu_docs%2ffdlp%2fpubs%2fproceedings%2f07spring%2ftranscripts-0407.pdf
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integrating their mini data centers into 
three main centers, Portland, Kansas 
City, and Albuquerque. Kansas City 
will be the main data center, with 
Albuquerque working on development 
and testing of applications and acting 
as a backup to ensure continuity of 
operations for Forest Service data 
centers.

	 Geospatial information is 
gathered from various resource 
applications in programs that the Forest 
Service manages, such as fire, forest 
management, range, cultural resources, 
and more.

	 Future mapping efforts will 
focus on acquiring and producing data 
to support field needs,. Acquisition 
and production of elevation data and 
ortho-rectified imagery will continue. 
The Forest Service is also focusing 
on keeping data up to standards for 
content, accuracy, completeness, and 
documentation (metadata). They will 
continue to produce thematic maps and 
1:24,000 and 1:126,720 (1:63,360 for 
Alaska)

	 The new Forest Service print on 
demand (FSPOD) mapping capability 
will be available to the public via Forest 
Service Geodata Clearinghouse in the 
near future. The user will be able to 
select a 1:24,000 quadrangle extent and 
print the map or save it in PDF format. 
FSPOD uses ArcGIS Server 9.2 to 
produce 7.5’ 1:24,000-scale maps over 
FS lands of the conterminous United 
States and 15’ X 20-22.5’ 1:63,360-
scale maps for Alaska. These products 

are either based on the traditional 
quadrangle footprint, or on a user 
defined center point. The FS is working 
with the USGS, as they develop a 
similar map on demand capability, 
in cooperation with States and other 
partners.

	 Ms. Kanalley introduced 
the FSGeodata On-Line Geospatial 
Clearinghouse (http://fsgeodata.fs.fed.
us), for discovering, assessing, and 
delivering USFS geospatial data. There 
is a gateway for raster data (coming 
soon), vector data, maps, and other 
data, including regional datasets. She 
referred a question about archiving 
data in FSGeodata to Dave George, the 
clearinghouse manager.

	 Forest Service geospatial data 
can also be found in Google Earth. The 
FS has partnered with Google to provide 
forest boundaries and recreation sites 
and pop-up information windows with 
links to forest service information and 
FSGeodata.

	 Ms. Kanalley briefly reported 
on new prices for USFS printed maps, 
showed the new plastic material some 
maps are being printed on, and reminded 
the group that they can be purchased 
through the USGS store and from the 
National Forest Store or Forest Service 
visitor centers. She brought examples of 
maps and forest atlases (for Region 5) 
for CUAC members to look over.

Q: Are there maps of just wilderness 
areas?
A: These should be available in the new 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2ffsgeodata.fs.fed.us%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2ffsgeodata.fs.fed.us%2f
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print-on-demand mapping. Ms. Kanalley 
may also be able to help provide 
something like this.

	 USFS maps are available through 
the USGS store (http://store.usgs.gov/).

Eric M. Hubbell, Program Analyst, 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(submitted by Joy Suh)

	 Eric Hubbell presented 
“Enterprise GIS at EPA” at the CUAC 
meeting on Thursday, April 26, 2006. 
He began by introducing the geospatial 
teams within EPA whose functions 
have been developing Web applications 
and enterprise architecture for GIS and 
introduced Dave Wolf, the geospatial 
team leader who also attended this 
meeting. Eric’s presentation covered 
background, GIS development at EPA, 
GIS public applications, data service 
offered, technology and future directions 
of geospatial program within the agency.

	 The mission of EPA is to protect 
human health and environment. Since 
multiple offices within EPA oversaw 
each of EPA’s strategic goals (consisting 
of clean air and global climate change, 
clean and safe water, land preservation 
and restoration, healthy communities 
and ecosystems, and compliance and 
environmental stewardship), this resulted 
in a wide range of data sources. The 
challenges were to get the programs 
to agree to share and then put the data 
in a common format. EPA developed 
Envirofacts Data Warehouse in 1995 
to provide a single public access site 
for environmental data related to air, 

water, and land across the United States. 
Location or place (such as zip code and 
city) is a key to view local community 
data.

	 GIS applications have been 
increasingly important within 
and outside of EPA since the first 
introduction of GIS at EPA in the mid-
1980s. Each of the10 regional offices 
has a geospatial team. EPA’s Office of 
Environmental Information develops 
enterprise architecture solutions. After 
developing Environfacts in 1995, the 
office developed EnviroMapper (EM), 
the first Web based application by using 
a Web-based GIS application. EM 
now offers specific programs which 
answer questions as specific as: “Are 
there environmental concerns located 
surrounding my construction projects?, 
“Is this area a potential environmental 
justice site?, or “Are there significant 
sources of pollution where I live?. The 
following specific GIS applications are 
able to address such concerns:

•	 Window to My Environment 
(WME) is a collaborative effort 
at the local, state, and national 
level. This is an interactive tool 
to generate maps, demographic 
statistics, environmental facts 
and conditions (watersheds and 
air quality, etc) in location of 
choice. It allows data searches by 
zip code, city, and state.

•	 NEPAssist is an EPA centric 
program, which allows 
visualization on a regional 
basis of automated EPA’s 
environmental impact statement 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fstore.usgs.gov%2f
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submissions. It assists with 
initial reviews under the National 
Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). NEPAssist provides 
reports and reviews of potential 
environmental concerns on the 
project sites.

•	 Environmental Justice (EJ) is 
similar to WME, but assesses 
regional statistics according 
to the following topics: 
health, social, economic, and 
environmental concerns.

•	 EM for Hurricanes and Rita 
Site along with mapping offers 
images of the area affected by 
Hurricane Katrina from Global 
Explorer.

•	 Two Web sites that provide data 
services are:

•	 Geographic Image and Feature 
services (http://geodata.epa.
gov) for superfund sites, permit 
application sites, toxic inventory 
sites, etc

•	 Geospatial Data Download 
services (http://epa.gov/enviro/
geo_data.html) available in 
XML, shape files, or feature class 
files, eventually KML files.

	 Technology used at EPA is 
based on ArcIMS for mapping server, 
ESRI’s ArcSDE (spatial data engine), 
and Oracle Spatial (GIS extension to 
database). EPA also uses a service-
oriented architecture (Web Service, 
XML), including data from USGS 
NWIS (National Water Inventory 
System), FWS NWI (National Wetlands 
Inventory), EPA STORET, ESRI 
ArcWeb Services, and USGS Terra 

Server Aerial photos and topographic 
maps.
	 Eric concludes by sharing 
the future direction of information 
technology used at the EPA. He notes 
the importance of GIS and the intent of 
data sharing and more GIS services on 
the Web.

Questions and Discussion:

	 CUAC members had a question 
about availability of hard copies of EPA 
Basins to the library community in the 
future (whether through the depository 
program or direct request it from the 
agency). Dave Wolf responded that 
EPA has been trying to upload all the 
data on the Web and suggested that 
libraries should regularly download 
data at their own convenience and can 
contact the EPA for historical data. 
New NLCD (National Land Cover 
Data, 2001 source) is now available. 
CUAC members also inquired about 
possibility of formal partnership between 
EPA and university communities for 
sharing the web applications and data 
created by EPA as back up sources for 
access and archiving. Further concerns 
and discussion centered on archiving 
issues and how these Web applications 
and data will be accessible 50 years 
from now. EPA is looking forward to 
working with NARA for data archiving. 
CUAC members also appreciated EPA’s 
development of these Web applications 
since it has proved useful for students to 
do environmental analysis without GIS 
knowledge.

	 For further information, please 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeodata.epa.gov%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeodata.epa.gov%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fepa.gov%2fenviro%2fgeo_data.html
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fepa.gov%2fenviro%2fgeo_data.html
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contact Eric Hubbell (Hubbell.eric@epa.
gov)
	 Web Sites for Further 
Information:

•	 EnviroMapper - http://epa.gov/
enviro/html/em/

•	 Window to My Environment 
(WME) - http://www.epa.gov/
enviro/wme/

 
Sam Wear, USGS Geospatial One-

Stop
(submitted by Anne Graham)

	 Geospatial One-Stop (GOS), 
an intergovernmental project managed 
by the Department of the Interior and 
USGS in support of the President’s 
Initiative for E-Government that 
encourages collaboration to leverage 
government geospatial resources and 
best practices by providing access to 
national geospatial data. An outcome 
of the Geospatial One-Stop E-gov 
project is Geodata.gov, a portal to our 
nation’s (local, regional, national) digital 
geographic data.

	 The Geopatial One-Stop portal 
(www.geodata.gov) provides access 
to many different kinds of digital 
geographic information. The actual 
geographic data does not reside in 
the portal, but rather the portal is an 
exploration system to a collection of 
pointers which reference different 
geospatial files, information and data. 
Essentially the portal contains records 
about the files, like a huge card catalog, 
or a national metadata catalog. These 
documented data sets contain many 

layers of information such as aerial 
imagery, elevation data, ground control, 
land cover, surface waters, transportation 
and structures.

	 The portal consists of different 
components: a metadata catalog with a 
search application; a map viewer; a data 
partnership marketplace; and community 
of interest collaboration tools. The 
National Map provides the primary base 
map of GOS.  The National Map is a 
critical asset, providing a seamless base 
of topographic data upon which other 
data, discovered in the portal, can be 
draped. Interoperability standards allow 
The National Map to be leveraged by 
GOS.

	 The National Spatial Data 
Infrastructure (NSDI) refers to the 
technology, policies, standards and 
human resources necessary to acquire 
process, distribute, use and maintain 
spatial data by the Federal Government. 
Geospatial One-Stop is one of the key 
components in furthering the building 
of the NSDI. The GOS catalog is built 
upon harvesting copies of the metadata 
contained in the earlier NSDI collections 
and expanding the ways governments 
can publish their data to this national 
collection.

	 Partners are federal agencies, 
states, cities, counties (local 
governments, where the richest and 
most detailed data is being developed), 
tribes, academia, and the private 
sector. The biggest challenge for the 
Federal government is to provide 
sufficient incentives to enable more 
local government information to be 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fepa.gov%2fenviro%2fhtml%2fem%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fepa.gov%2fenviro%2fhtml%2fem%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.epa.gov%2fenviro%2fwme%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.epa.gov%2fenviro%2fwme%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.geodata.gov%2f
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incorporated into the building of the 
National Spatial Data Infrastructure.

	 State, Local and Federal web 
map services are a great resource for the 
public to access the most current data. 
GOS is a repository for pointers to these 
publicly available data services. Data 
can be described with metadata and 
downloaded from GOS.

	 In addition to searching the entire 
collection of metadata, the GOS portal 
is organized around topical themes of 
information that are organized into data 
‘Communities’. In addition, to data 
themes the portal contains the following 
primary organizational tabs to help with 
navigation: 

	 Communities tab – provides a 
way for users to share information with 
each other about specific topics, such 
as fire, local government, historical 
collections.

	 The communities tab can be 
a pointer to a web site, or to a large 
amount of downloadable data.

	 One local community example 
is the metadata about Spokane web 
mapping service.

	 The Library tab within the 
Communities gives links to pertinent 
web sites.

	 Maps tab shows popular maps.
	 The National Map is where 
different kinds of live web mapping 
services that can be fused and mapped 

within the national map pointed to with 
GOS. 

	 Marketplace tab allows you to 
see what data others are trying to acquire 
so that you can develop partnerships for 
acquiring datasets.

	 There are approximately 
125,000 records in GOS and the content 
continues to grow each year.

	 The home page interface is 
customizable with a login and maps and 
searches can be saved. The following 
enhancements have been recently made:

GOS 2.1 Enhancements:

•	 Improved Harvesting
•	 Improved Metadata Management 

tools
•	 Spatial Ranking of Search 

Results (better ‘geographic fit’ in 
search)

•	 Access Metadata from the 
Viewer

•	 Provide More Feedback to 
publishers

Next Steps:

•	 Publishing content to the web
•	 Viewer Improvements: better 

Open Geospatial Consortium 
Web Mapping Service support, 
faster base maps, 3-D viewer, 
possible KML support.

Questions/comments:

	 Loading from multiple 
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distributed map services can cause 
viewing and downloading time 
differences.

	 This interface has been very nice.
How do all the data delivery portals fit 
together? Sam: I will provide the group 
an outline that came out of a meeting 
of several groups under the NSDI. 
The groups worked to get people to 
understand the difference between all the 
portals of the NSDI. GOS is where those 
different technologies come together. 
The hope is that metadata records for all 
NSDI data will be placed in GOS.

Jenny Runyon, U.S. Board on 
Geographic Names

(submitted by Mary McInroy)

	 The Board on Geographic Names 
(BGN) was established by Executive 
Order in 1890 and is the longest-
standing standards body in the United 
States. The BGN’s mission, in 1890 as 
it remains today, is to oversee decisions 
affecting “…geographic names and 
principles of geographic nomenclature 
and orthography.” At first interested 
only in US entities, the BGN gradually 
expanded its interests to include foreign 
names and other areas of interest to the 
United States, a process that accelerated 
during World War II. In 1947, the BGN 
was recreated by Congress in Public 
Law 80-242.

	 A listing of BGN membership 
and organization can be found on 
their web site at http://geonames.usgs.
gov/. Members of the BGN represent 
federal agencies concerned with U.S. 

geographic information, population, 
ecology, and the management of public 
lands. 

	 The BGN’s Domestic Names 
Committee (DNC) includes multiple 
members from the Departments of 
Agriculture, Commerce, Interior, 
Homeland Security, the Library of 
Congress, the U.S. Postal Service, 
and the Government Printing Office. 
The BGN also includes an Advisory 
Committee on Antarctic Names 
(ACAN). Staff support for the DNC and 
ACAN is provided by USGS.

	 BGN’s Foreign Names 
Committee agency members are from 
the Commerce, State, and Defense 
Departments, as well as the CIA and the 
Library of Congress. This committee 
includes Advisory Committees on 
Underseas Features and Extraterrestrial 
names, with staff support provided by 
NGA.

	 The BGN deals with the 
standardization of names, not their 
regulation. Standardizing of geographic 
names and locations prevents incorrect, 
inaccurate, or contradictory feature 
data from appearing simultaneously in 
multiple applications, a circumstance 
which could have serious and potential 
catastrophic consequences in such 
areas as: national security, emergency 
preparedness and response, site 
selection & analysis, and all levels of 
communication.
	 Members of the Domestic Names 
Committee meet each month at the 
Department of the Interior in Washington 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeonames.usgs.gov%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeonames.usgs.gov%2f
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D.C. to agree on the geographic names 
to be used in federal products. The full 
BGN (Domestic and Foreign Names 
committees) meets quarterly at USGS. 
These BGN decisions on official (i.e., 
BGN approved) geographic names and 
locations are mandatory only for federal 
products, i.e., they are not binding for 
state and local governments, although 
most would agree that names should 
be consistent throughout all levels of 
government and the private sector. 
Although names and locations may have 
historical listings or variant spellings, 
there is only one official geographic 
name for each feature. The Geographic 
Names Information System (GNIS) 
is the authoritative federal source for 
official domestic geographic names and 
locations. GNIS is searchable online 
at http://geonames.usgs.gov/domestic/
index.html, and can be downloaded 
entirely or in user-selected sections. 
The GEONet Names Server (GNS), 
developed and maintained by the 
National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency 
(NGA), is the official repository of 
foreign place-name decisions approved 
by the BGN. Also the GEONet Names 
Server, like the GNIS, is cumulative, 
i.e., name listings are not deleted except 
in cases of obvious duplication. Names 
and locations of man made features are 
determined by the authoritative local 
source and are not subject to formal 
BGN review and decision. However, 
their names and locations are recorded 
in the GNIS, and as such are considered 
official for federal use. 
	 To build the GNIS database, 
beginning in the 1970’s, the BGN 
collected names and locations from the 

1:24K USGS topographic maps, then 
moved on to U.S. Forest Service visitor 
maps and NOAA charts. Beginning in 
1982 and continuing today, the BGN 
is in Phase II of a state-by-state data 
compilation effort, which involves 
collecting names from other federal 
sources, state and local sources, and 
other current and historical maps and 
documents (the final two states are 
expected to be completed in 2010). Also, 
since 2002, the BGN has initiated Phase 
IIA, which involves updating names and 
locations (primarily new structures and 
cultural features) for the 46 most critical 
urban areas as identified by NGA for 
homeland security. The BGN so far has 
standardized over two million names in 
66 feature classes, i.e., broad categories 
such as summits, streams, canals, rapids, 
woods, and populated places. Cultural 
features are the fastest-growing part of 
the database.

	 The BGN works closely with a 
network of fifty State Geographic Names 
Authorities (SNA’s), which solicit local 
input and provide recommendations to 
the BGN on name proposals (new names 
and name changes). The SNA’s, many 
of whom represent state government 
agencies, also work closely with their 
GIS communities and other partners 
to coordinate names activities and to 
assist in the GNIS data compilation 
effort. Some SNA’s are comprised of 
one individual in academia, while others 
are formal boards established by state 
legislatures. Several SNA’s also serve 
as their state’s archivist or are affiliated 
with their state’s historical society. The 
BGN is also developing partnerships 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeonames.usgs.gov%2fdomestic%2findex.html
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeonames.usgs.gov%2fdomestic%2findex.html
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with many tribal authorities, and in 
compliance with the Executive Order 
requiring tribal consultation on matters 
of interest to the federal government, 
will seek the input of any interested 
tribal government on any name proposal 
it receives. Several tribes are working 
closely with the BGN to incorporate 
names of indigenous significance into 
the GNIS.

	 The work that BGN does 
supports, among others, the following 
federal programs: Geospatial One Stop 
(GOS), The National Map, the National 
Atlas, the National Hydrography 
Dataset, the National Elevation Dataset, 
and FGDC standards development. 
BGN is currently working with ANSI 
to make the GNIS Feature ID# the 
“official code” for the nation. The GNIS 
Feature ID# is currently official for the 
federal government, but establishing it 
as a national standard would permit its 
usage throughout both the government 
and private sector and would create 
a standard within the international 
community. 

	 Google Earth currently uses 
GNIS and GEONet as two of its primary 
sources for names, although it also 
gathers names from a number of other 
non-standardized sources. The official 
names issue is not a large problem with 
US names, but the foreign geographic 
names used on Google Earth are 
definitely not standardized. The BGN 
is attempting to urge Google Earth to 
indicate that the BGN is the only official 
source for these names, and to also 
allow Google Earth’s users to feed any 

updates/corrections back to the BGN. 

	 The BGN is an active participant 
in the international arena, primarily 
through the United Nations Group of 
Experts of Geographical Names, and 
also through its annual geographic 
names training course, conducted 
under the auspices of the Pan American 
Institute for Geography and History.

	 BGN web site at http://
geonames.usgs.gov/ includes a brief 
history of BGN, as well as links to 
GNIS and NGA’s GEONet Names 
Server for domestic and foreign place 
names respectively. A form to propose or 
change a domestic geographic name can 
be found here also. In addition, the BGN 
site links to other geographic place name 
sites for US states and a few foreign 
countries, as well as other general 
geographic names sites, e.g. ASU’s 
“Place Name Servers on the Internet” 
and the “Fuzzy Gazetteer.” 

Tim Trainor, Assistant Division Chief 
for Geographic Areas and

Cartographic Data Products, U.S. 
Census Bureau, Geography Division

(submitted by Joe Aufmuth)

	 Tim Trainor, Assistant Division 
Chief for Geographic Areas and 
Cartographic Data Products, U.S. Census 
Bureau, Geography Division began with 
an overview of presentation topics which 
included geographic and cartographic 
products, a 2010 Census update, a 
review of geographic programs, a FIPS 
and ANSI transition update, a MAF/
TIGER system status update.

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeonames.usgs.gov%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fgeonames.usgs.gov%2f
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	 Geographic Products. Tim 
informed CUAC that TIGER/Line 2006 
Second Edition is available and that 
TIGER/Line Shapefile, a new product, 
will be available fall of 2007. The Tiger 
format is being sunset and Census is 
moving forward with the shape file 
format. GML is also being looked at as 
a possible format. He reminded CUAC 
that two editions, of the shape files will 
be available each year, spring and fall.

	 Cartographic Products. The 
March 2007 printing of the 110th 
Congressional District Wall Map is 
available through a GPO contract. Large 
format maps of Congressional district 
changes in Georgia and Texas individual 
CD maps are in progress and will be 
available on the Census website. CBSA 
wall map will not be printed. It has 
been revised and is available on line. 
Hurricane Mapping http://www.census.
gov/Press-Release/www/emergencies/
index.html has produced a series of 
maps, both location based and thematic 
that has also led to a special redesign 
of the traditional census tract reference 
maps. The redesign produced a simpler 
and more generalized product. Maps 
in the Statistical Abstract for 2007 are 
available.

	 2010 Census Update. Census 
2010 is underway. Letters were sent out 
to 40,000 community leaders and were 
invited to participate by sharing their 
address lists to help revise and check 
the Census Bureau’s address list in 
preparation for questionnaire mailouts 
for the 2010 Decennial Census. This 

Local Update of Census Addresses 
(LUCA) is a massive operation that has 
produced a software product available 
to local governments to aid them in their 
address list review. It is a “low level 
GIS” that includes software and Census 
data, and will allow local governments 
to also update geographic data. The data 
will then be sent back to Census for 
inclusion in their database. 

	 Two address canvassing dress 
rehearsal sites have been chosen in 
preparation for 2010, the San Joaquin, 
Stockton area and 9 counties in North 
Carolina. The Census Bureau is sending 
out enumerators road by road to capture 
housing locations using handheld GPS 
units. These units also will be used 
following the mailout of questionnaires 
in a follow up operation to acquire 
responses from households that did not 
return their questionnaires.

	 The American Community 
Survey (ACS) is taking the place of the 
Census long form sample questionnaire. 
ACS surveys will be published annually 
for communities with populations 
greater than or equal to 65,000, a 3 year 
average for populations greater than or 
equal 20,000 and a 5 year average for 
every area down to block groups. The 
data will be published in accordance 
with Census Bureau confidentiality and 
non disclosure thresholds.

	 Geographic Programs. LUCA, 
the Local Update of Census Addresses, 
was discussed above. There was a 
Statistical Areas Federal Register 
notice 2010 draft proposal for census 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.census.gov%2fPress-Release%2fwww%2femergencies%2findex.html
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.census.gov%2fPress-Release%2fwww%2femergencies%2findex.html
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.census.gov%2fPress-Release%2fwww%2femergencies%2findex.html
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geography related to census tracts, 
block groups, census designated places 
(CDPs), and county subdivisions. The 
proposal included geographic criteria to 
accommodate the ACS by proposing the 
minimum population threshold the same 
for block groups and tracts. The proposal 
also adds a housing unit threshold. It 
also modifies CDP definitions because 
some with no population were reported 
in 2000. Census County Divisions 
(CCDs) are proposed for elimination 
because they were originally offered 
for states that did not have legal 
subdivisions of counties, so data 
would be available for lower levels of 
geography. Comments that have been 
received on CCD’s indicate an interest 
in keeping CCDs. Minor Civil Divisions 
(towns, townships, etc.) will remain 
unchanged. A final Federal Register 
notice will specify the final criteria. 
Separate proposals in 2008 will address 
Alaska Native Village Statistical Areas 
and Tribal Statistical Areas.

	 A pilot project with Montana, 
the Bureau of Land Management, and 
the USGS centers on identifying issues 
for incorporating the spatial data for 
the Public Land Survey System into 
the MAF/TIGER System. The goal is 
to take advantage of the conformance 
of community boundary data with the 
PLSS as this is a valuable land reference 
system in the Midwest and West. The 
potential PLSS project is slated as a post 
2010 activity.

	 FIPS and ANSI Update. FIPS 
is no longer being used as a standard. 
Tim reminded the group that the Census 

Bureau is responsible for codes for 
States, Counties, and Congressional 
Districts. He also stated that the Census 
works on behalf of OMB to help with 
CBSAs and related areas. The overall 
change is a transition from FIPS to 
ANSI. Data users have expressed 
concerns about not being able to sort 
databases on ANSI codes. As a result, 
Census is maintaining the 5 digit code 
for places and county subdivisions 
(formerly FIPS). Census will carry codes 
for States and Counties until 2012 and 
reassess. Formal FIPS and ANSI codes 
are being used for the 2010 census.

	 MAF/TIGER System Status. 
Census is working to realign the road 
network layer to be more accurate in 
position in order to have better spatial 
relationships with GPS data collected 
for each housing unit. Street center line 
accuracy will be 7.6 meters, and there 
are independent checks on positional 
accuracy. Census has been working 
on the project for the past 4 years. 
The number of files completed for the 
MTAIP is approximately 2600 counties. 
The remaining 600 counties will be 
completed by April 2008. The MAF/
Tiger project has been on schedule and 
on budget since it started. Behind the 
Census products a new data model has 
been completed and is going through 
adjustment. Legacy TIGER data is 
migrating to the MAF/TIGER database. 
The new database is currently supporting 
2010 Dress Rehearsal activities. 
The functions provided by original 
TIGER software applications are in 
development.
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	 Most cartography products being 
produced by the Census are for field 
operations to conduct the census and are 
not intended as public products. A data 
products group is forming to propose 
and develop post 2010 products. Census 
is looking at redesigning the American 
FactFinder.

	 Questions. Several questions 
were asked by CUAC concerning 
the ACS 5 year data, future of paper 
census maps, the Urban Atlas, TIGER 
to Shapefiles, GPO distribution. And 
Appreciation was expressed for Tim’s 
work on the Census. In answer to the 
questions Tim responded that the 5 
year ACS data is a floating average of 
the previous 5 years down to the block 
group level and that 2010 will be the first 
release of ACS 5 year data. He noted a 
high variance is anticipated in the data 
due to the sample size. He commented 
that Census will be using ~120 plotters 
to produce office and field maps. He 
continued to say that 2010 Census maps 
will be available in PDF format. If paper 
maps are desired Census has a service 
to plot and ship for cost. Census sheets 
are being designed to reduce the number 
of maps resulting in lower cost to the 
consumer. Mr. Trainor commented that 
while he would like to redo the Urban 
Atlas series there is no plan to do so at 
this time. Lastly he reiterated that the 
Shapefile product will be available twice 
per year. Boundary files will be adjusted 
during the ACS cycle of communities 
that provide the boundary changes. 
Lastly, he commented that there are no 
plans to convert the historic census data 
to shapefiles.

Richard Huffine, National Library 
Coordinator, United States Geological 

Survey
David Soller, Geologist, U.S. 

Geological Survey, and
Chief, National Geologic Map 

Database Project
(submitted by Linda Zellmer)

	 David Soller reported on the 
National Geologic Map Database 
(URL:http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/ngmdb/
ngm_catalog.ora.html), an index to 
geologic maps for the United States. A 
graphical search interface using Google 
Maps is available for selected states. 
In addition, a new feature available 
shows the number of maps that meet 
the search criteria. Other improvements 
include links download GIS data if it is 
available, links to a scanned image of 
the map and links to the scanned image 
in the Publications Warehouse. Because 
not everyone has the Plug-In available, 
the images are also available as an image 
that does not require a plug-in. The 
USGS is keeping track of the number 
of times a publication from a particular 
organization is accessed through the 
site, so that they and the contributing 
agencies are able to track use statistics. 
USGS is willing to share information on 
what they have scanned with others to 
eliminate duplication of effort. The site 
also contains links to all of the Digital 
Mapping Techniques reports that have 
been issued since the meetings began in 
1997 (http://ngmdb.usgs.gov/Info/dmt/). 
These reports contain information on 
the development of digital mapping 
technology in the Earth Sciences. A new 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fngmdb.usgs.gov%2fngmdb%2fngm_catalog.ora.html
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fngmdb.usgs.gov%2fngmdb%2fngm_catalog.ora.html
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fngmdb.usgs.gov%2fInfo%2fdmt%2f
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site on standards and guidelines is being 
developed as well.

	 Richard Huffine, the new 
National Library Coordinator of the 
USGS Libraries, presented the agency 
update for the USGS. He spoke about 
how the information provision side of 
USGS is evolving and being managed 
and the various components of the 
geospatial information office, which 
includes the USGS Libraries. Several 
statements over the last few years 
indicate that science at the USGS is 
becoming more integrated, rather than 
divided between various sub-disciplines 
(hydrology, geology, biology, etc.).

	 Information services drive 
a lot of the work at USGS. USGS 
provides answers to questions via 
the telephone, e-mail, mail, and even 
Blackberry. The USGS is developing 
several information resources in the 
individual science programs, such 
as the National Water Information 
Network (NWIS) and the National 
Biological Information Infrastructure 
(NBII). Information Services includes 
people, tools and processes. People are 
involved in understanding what the 
users need, building tools such as the 
Publications Warehouse, Frequently 
Asked Questions and the Science Topics 
are tools that help provide access to 
USGS information. The Natural Science 
Network consists of Science Information 
and Library Services, Knowledge 
Management and Information Delivery. 
Information services includes the 
Library as well as the people who 
respond to questions vial e-mail and the 

telephone (1-888-ASK-USGS). Tools are 
being developed to help manage USGS 
(Knowledge Management). These tools 
include the Frequently Asked Questions, 
Portals, Wikis, and other tools to help 
USGS collect, manage and create new 
information resources. Information 
Delivery includes the Publications 
Warehouse, the digitization and scanning 
efforts and the USGS Store. USGS 
is working towards providing access 
to information via print on demand 
or digital delivery so that users can 
decide how to use the information on 
their own. Information Delivery also 
includes the USGS web site, which is a 
distributed network on servers located 
throughout the country. The web site 
is being revised and upgraded so that 
information can be located more readily. 
One of the new parts of the USGS 
web site is the Science Topics section. 
The Science Topics site is based on an 
organized database and thesaurus so that 
information resources can be organized 
and identified more readily. An 
alphabetic index is also available on the 
Science Topics site so that people who 
want to browse alphabetically can do so. 
The USGS is also working with Science.
gov so that the thesaurus at USGS works 
with scientific information from other 
science agencies. The Frequently Asked 
Questions database and Ask USGS 
systems are presently separate but this 
may change over time.

	 Publications Warehouse is still 
evolving, as is the USGS publications 
program. The USGS is centralizing 
publication functions so that the work 
is being done by a centralized group. 
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The Warehouse is still growing, and 
a version 2 is being developed that 
will have persistent URLs, better links 
to documents and other work. It is 
possible to sort by title, report number 
date and author. The Contents link 
provides information on the number of 
items in each series, and whether the 
publication is available online. There 
have been questions about why the 
USGS is serving DJVU, including from 
GPO. Part of the reason is the file size. 
The USGS working towards providing 
pdf in addition to LizardTech formats. 
They are also working on developing a 
simple documented standard for USGS 
digitization so that the standards can 
be shared with outside organizations 
that are thinking of scanning USGS 
publications. They are working on a 
digital library plan for USGS that will 
include all of the publications issued by 
the USGS during its history.

	 The Geospatial Programs Office 
works with other government agencies 
to provide leadership and guidance 
to the agencies that are developing 
and providing access to geospatial 
information. The decision on what to 
print is within the Science Programs 
Office. USGS has a process in place to 
print maps and will continue to maintain 
that process as long as there is a process 
in place to produce the maps. The 
National Map is taking on a lot of the 
function of producing updated maps. 
USGS may not continue to update maps 
as they have done in the past. USGS is 
in the process of partnering and testing 
with Delaware and Florida to allow state 
agencies to update the National Map, 

so that they contribute the information 
that would update the information on the 
quadrangles. They are not going to be 
able to continue to update the maps as 
they have done in the past. USGS will 
continue to do lithographic printing, but 
will also be distributing data as well.

	 The historical scanning 
project for USGS topographic maps is 
continuing, however the primary priority 
at present is to scan the topographic 
maps for the southeastern United States 
before hurricane season begins.

Dr. John Hebert, Chief of the 
Geography and Maps Division, 

Library of Congress
(submitted by Dan Seldin)

	 Library of Congress is a collector 
of cartographic materials and provider of 
information.
Need for scanning standards. Set a floor 
for resolution that all can work with. LC 
G&M scanning for Congress at 300 DPI.

	 LC has been trying to set up a 
plan to work with USGS to scan the 
quads. No one collection, LC, USGS or 
NARA, has a complete set of quads. All 
three need to work together. 

	 At Library of Congress, 
Geography and Map Division collects 
maps while the Science and Technology 
Division collects science materials that 
compliment the maps.

	 On Monday, April 30, 2007, 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel 
officially transferred ownership of 



27

the Waldseemüller map to the United 
States at a ceremony at the Library of 
Congress. The Library of Congress has 
had the map in its possession since 2001 
and acquired it in 2003, but because it is 
on the German list of national treasures, 
it has to be formally transferred to the 
United States. John Hébert attended and 
spoke at an official conference honoring 
Waldseemüller at the University of 
Freiburg, Germany on April 17, 2007. 
At this conference, the German postal 
service issued a stamp honoring the 
map, showing all 12 sheets. The Library 
of Congress is working with NIST to 
create a display case to preserve the 
Waldseemüller map. The map will go on 
display in December 2007.

	 The Geography and Map 
Division has been in contact with 
various levels of USGS discussing the 
periodic archiving of the National Atlas 
and National Map. LC would probably 
take a snapshot every 6 months.

	 Several groups have come to 
G&M to scan maps. Academica Sencia 
of Taipei Taiwan has been scanning 
Chinese maps with a camera. The 
are all the public domain maps from 
the beginning. These scans are being 
cataloged.

	 Nautical charts are being 
readied to be moved to Fort Meade, 
Maryland. The Division has collected 
about 120,000 sheets of nautical charts 
from around the world. A complete 
inventory had to be created before 
the move. The Division will put the 
inventory online via the online catalog. 

If this is successful, G&M will begin 
inventorying the set map collection.  
Pre-1970 materials are not cataloged and 
are unknown outside the Division. 

	 The Geography and Map 
Division has signed an agreement with 
the Korean National Library to preserve 
Korean atlases and maps. They will be 
scanned and put online. The project will 
begin in the summer of 2007 and last 2 
years.

	 The Geography and Map 
Division has scanned 10,000 maps in 
10 years. All the scanned maps have 
been cataloged. These have included the 
Waldseemüller map, Jedediah Hotchkiss 
civil war map collection and World 
War II maps. Copyright has limited the 
scanning of maps. A group in Barcelona 
wanted to have a set of German maps 
of Spain from World War II scanned. 
It took 4 months to get copyright 
permission from Germany the scan this 
set.

	 In reference, the Division has 
a project to finish converting the 1981 
Sanborn fire insurance map guide to 
an online version this summer. The 
scanned Sanborn maps will be attached 
to the online guide as the scanning is 
completed. University of Texas and 
Sanford University want to have a 
cooperative scanning project of Texas 
and California Sanborns. University 
of Texas will have a 3 week pilot 
scanning project in May 2007 with 
their own people. Stanford is planning 
a similar project. Several other Sanborn 
scanning proposals have not panned out. 
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Universities of Colorado and Florida 
have scanned their Sanborns.

	 Any maps the Library of 
Congress scans are in the public domain 
because they were out of copyright and 
produced with public funds. All scanned 
maps are put on the web. The scanning 
priorities are set by the G&M Division’s 
published cartobibliographies and reader 
demand.

	 LC G&M is acquiring 19th 
century county atlases on Ebay and 
encapsulating and post binding them. In 
the process, they are being scanned.

Dr. Brett Abrams, Electronic Records 
Archivist,

National Archives and Records 
Administration

(submitted by Clara McLeod)

	 Brett began his discussion by 
reviewing NARA’s mission and stating 
that he would focus his remarks on 
describing what activities NARA had 
been involved in for the last year. In 
reviewing NARA’s mission, he reiterated 
that NARA, as an archival agency, is 
still concerned with the preservation of 
the “original,” which includes geospatial 
data. He noted that the mission of NARA 
remains to assist all federal agencies in 
managing their records, preserving those 
of “enduring” value during designated 
retention periods, and assuring that 
the value of the records is retained. 
Then Brett stated that the following 
three initiatives were targeted for last 
year’s focus: (1) the development of 
the open geospatial consortium(OGC) 

and developing application schema and 
archival profiles using GML and single 
feature profile and (2) working with the 
Geospatial One Stop Portal Community 
to assure access to the historical 
collections, which is a collective goal 
of NARA, LC, and others, and (3) 
the increased scanning of historical 
maps and working toward digitization 
issues and concerns. He reported that 
significant progress had occurred in the 
first two areas. 

	 On the first initiative, he noted 
that the Historical Data Working 
Group/FGDC that he chairs succeeded 
in getting a proposal taken to the Open 
Geospatial Consortium (OGC) to 
develop a data preservation working 
group within the technical committee 
(OGCTC) which was accepted. This 
created the Data Preservation Working 
Group of the OGC, which NARA joined 
in March 2007. The first meeting of 
this group was held April 17, 2007. 
He further explained that the goal of 
the OGCTC is to get private industry, 
international and national government 
agencies, state and local governments, 
and universities involved in developing 
open standards related to geospatial 
information and determine what current 
level of interest exists among the 
OGCTC . Brett stated that the second 
issue here is a source of funding for 
this initiative. Brett suggested that an 
opportunity exists here for universities 
and groups that CUAC represents 
to work with the DPWG. A GML 
standards body already exists in the 
Technical Committee. The question is 
how to continue progress in achieving 



29

the universal geospatial standards, 
looking at what currently exists: GML, 
Simple Feature Profile, Spatial Data 
Transfer Standards (SDTS) or FGDC 
Content Standards for Digital Geospatial 
Metadata.

	 He mentioned that the 
electronic records geospatial holdings 
now include: The Fish and Wildlife’s 
Wetlands Inventory and Wildlife 
Refuges Files; the Forest Service’s 
Fire Management Maps; the Bureau of 
Land Management’s Forest Inventory 
Operations, Oregon; the Bureau of 
the Census, Topologically Integrated 
Geographic Encoding and Reference 
System (TIGER/Line), 1990 and 1992 
issuances and the Geographic Base 
File/Dual Independent Map Encoding 
(GBF/DIME) File, 1980. The Tiger and 
geographical phase files are in ASCII flat 
file format and some data is in shapefile 
format. The reason for this is that there 
are published specifications for shapefile 
data currently. This approach has 
endorsed the SDTS and GML current 
version with the Simple Features Profile 
to maintain the data. He reiterated that 
only USGS used SDTS at this point, that 
GML and Simple Features Profile are 
not currently robust enough to maintain 
topology and that the problem remains 
that the information can’t be maintained 
in a bundle, thus it is available from sites 
where the information is being stored, 
which is a basic reliance on external 
access to the information and not 
valuable for archival purposes. He stated 
that the NWME (Custodial Division) 
continues to gain experience in various 
types and formats of records.

	 The second initiative cited by 
Brett was the development of NARA’s 
portion of the Historical Collections 
Community (HCC) on the Geo-Spatial 
One Stop Portal (GOS), working with 
LC.   Brett stressed that the organizations 
represented by CUAC can also be 
involved here. He said that the site 
would benefit from greater participation 
from our institutions or organizations 
by establishing communities or links 
to GOS. Links could be to just the 
descriptive information (which is what 
NARA currently does) or to catalogs 
or to the data and maps. He then 
demonstrated the HCC Community on 
GOS at the website: geodata.gov.

	 In discussing the third initiative, 
Brett noted that the scanning of 
historical maps was an area that had 
not seen much movement last year. It 
requires critical involvement from all 
stake holders in pooling knowledge, 
efforts, and resources. NARA continues 
to scan slowly. Here he mentioned that 
this initiative was more related to some 
of the activities occurring within the 
library’s mapping community.  It also 
related to his past contact with CUAC 
exploring the idea of jointly sponsoring 
a conference similar to the maps in 
transition one held in 2005 at the Library 
of Congress which would address issues 
of archiving and digitization, bringing 
together a community of stakeholders. 
This might also be accomplished by 
doing seminars in various parts of the 
country. He stated that it is still an 
objective to promote the awareness of 
the historical dimension to geospatial 
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data, and that this has been financed 
in whole or part by federal funds. He 
stressed the importance of facilitating 
the maintenance of historically valuable 
geospatial data and making it available 
to future generations.

	 Brett concluded his presentation 
by suggesting that we go to www.fgdc.
gov and look at the working groups 
that are available for membership and 
reminded us that this site provides 
libraries with materials related to 
the various topics of preserving, 
archiving and accessing geographical 
and geospatial data. Participation 
in discussion groups here would be 
valuable for the mapping community.

	 Questions asked following the 
presentation included:

•	 How do we go about contributing 
our contributions to HCC in 
GOS? Will your staff accept 
URLs to our locations? What 
is the process to follow if we 
wanted to contribute material? 
Would we need for you to give us 
login and password information?

	 GOS can accept specifically 
institutional related materials. The 
development of the metadata for the site 
linked to would (could) be developed 
by NARA. In conjunction with GOS, 
Brett said that if he was told by someone 
what it is that they would like to do and 
what kind of material was involved, 
specifics could be worked out. One thing 
to consider when submitting data to you 
is positional accuracy in that everyone 

does not create data in the same way. 
Will a standard exist for this? No. NARA 
would be responsible for its own data 
and metadata.

•	 What does NARA want from the 
mapping community?

	 NARA hopes that as institutions 
(agencies) develop certain standards, 
they will find a way to communicate 
their work - the best practices - to NARA 
so that they will have something to 
spearhead. The objective is to gather 
the best worked out ideas on this and 
promote them as such. The question 
still remains that we have to first 
discover what standards we are talking 
about—for geo-tiffs, digital materials, 
etc. What NARA is attempting to do is to 
provide some guidelines or standards or 
something along that line. An example 
of this might be the Library of Congress 
working with others and coming up 
with scanning guidelines for the historic 
maps. Here they archive the original and 
have a copy available the way it exist 
now in order to be able to take the copy, 
rectify it, put it into GIS, do things with 
it from that standpoint.

•	 What are agencies now doing 
when they approach NARA?

	 There appears to be consideration 
of an initiative to figure out how to 
enrich the digitalization process to 
provide for more things to get digitized 
and a wider variety of things to get 
digitized. There is outreach, but there 
is outreach to organizations and small 
companies to digitize some of the 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.fgdc.gov
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.fgdc.gov
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materials that NARA has. There are 
agencies that have come to NARA 
wanting them to get some of their old 
stuffs and digitize it and the process 
would then provide us with the reference 
copy of it. But in that respect, that’s kind 
of duplicative effort because I imagine 
that NOAA and some of these other 
agencies would probably put that stuffs 
up on their own sites. So, that’s where 
we are now.

•	 If universities have preservation 
projects and are more than 
happy to contribute their URLS 
to those locations and /or look 
for back-ups and storage of the 
information, will NARA be 
willing to accept it because it 
is something else that another 
institution has done?

	 No, I would imagine that you 
would be responsible for your own data 
and we for basically, accountability and 
other issues like that. One of the things 
about the metadata is obviously that that 
kind of material is described in there. 
And this particular portal might not link 
to the data, but will provide a searching 
mechanism for locating it so that it can 
be linked to. So the data will be stored 
somewhere else where the data maybe 
accessible.

•	 What is being done with the 
comments or suggestions 
received from groups that have 
funded projects (North Carolina, 
University of California, 
Stanford) from NARA or 

LC dealing with the issue of 
archiving geospatial data itself: 
trying to figure out format, the 
GML option as well as the open 
source standards.

	 NARA’s funding has been 
minimal related to geospatial data. We 
have worked with San Diego super-
computing center and what they have 
done is taking existing data and well and 
built the GIS version with it. The thing 
that they are doing right now is working 
with Vancouver City geospatial data 
and trying to figure out about archiving 
issues related to a live system.

•	 Is there a membership fee for 
joining OGCTC ?

Yes. In order to join them, you have to 
be a member and to be a member, you 
have to pay them.

•	 What is happening with the 
geospatial line of business and all 
these business models you had to 
write for them?

	 There will be an RFP eventually, 
for program management office, which 
is going to run the development of the 
common solution target architecture. I 
believe some of the written documents 
might be public, already; I don’t know 
if that’s true or not. Also, the next, the 
initiatives towards funding have been 
taken…and the next level is trying to 
bring together all the parties that are 
members of the circular a16.
From NARA’s perspective, there will be 
some form of records management built 
into the architecture for the system. Just 
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postulate for a minute about the machine 
being able to tag various things: To say, 
this data set or this set of records will 
be stored temporally for 20 years, or 
50 years, or permanently stored in this 
location and not sent to the archives, or 
just be sent to some other locations after 
a 25 year period.

•	 How do you get involved in the 
historical data working group?

	 You can just send me (Brett) 
information and we’ll put you into 
the group. There are many working 
groups including the geo-spatial, 
aerial photography, digital efforts, 
digitalization efforts and paper maps. 
But also groups working on questions 
about material formats, what’s the best 
and what are the best practices for these 
particular sets of information.

•	 How can we support you as an 
organization?

	 All organizations can write 
letters - letters that would basically 
state your interest in pursuing this 
activity (standards or guidelines)and a 
commitment to attending workshops, 
conferences or seminars on the subject 
to get the goal accomplished. This 
information will be taken to the person 
who is the chief information officer 
for NARA, and he will share with 
appropriate channels. Citing the need to 
have useful standards or guidelines from 
NARA concerning geospatial archiving 
to help move the geospatial archiving 
issues forward, we could request that 
NARA take the initiative in organizing 

a conference or a meeting to talk about 
this issues, and then we would have 
some sort of guidelines for standards. 
This would allow presentations by those 
involved to share their experiences. 
Then we begin to tackle the question by 
example. The other issue is that support 
in the form of funding for this initiative 
is also needed. International involvement 
should also be expected.

	 In summary, there is still 
much work to be done in the realm of 
geospatial archiving. There are currently 
no particular standards or guidelines for 
geospatial archiving, and the need still 
exists for a platform that can deal with 
any software or operating system. CUAC 
would like NARA to coordinate the 
activities of other agencies that are also 
interested in geospatial archiving, so that 
guidelines could be developed. Another 
possibility is that NARA could develop 
a common location (a repository) for 
storing foundational material so that 
everyone is aware of what work is being 
done and knowledge about ongoing 
and past projects can be more easily 
disseminated. NARA needs support 
from the mapping community in its 
quest to get funding to initiate activities 
in archiving geospatial data, including 
locating ongoing projects, sponsoring 
presentations by those engaged in these 
activities and conferences to get different 
organizational types together.

Written Agency Reports Submitted

Donna Heimiller, and Pamela Gray-
Hann Department of Energy,
National Renewable Energy 
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Laboratory
(submitted by Anita Oser)

	 NREL’s GIS holdings are 
focused on renewable resource datasets. 
Currently our FTP site (http://www.nrel.
gov/gis) has geographic shapefiles of 
annual wind power class (for 35 states 
and an older national assessment), 
annual and monthly solar resource 
for 40 km and a new 10 km coverage 
(direct normal and tilt=latitude 
collector), and biomass resource. We 
also provide access to 11 stand-alone 
Geospatial Toolkits that have been 
created for international projects, to 
provide those countries with some 
limited GIS querying capability. These 
toolkits include renewable resource, 
infrastructure and other base data for 
the country as part of the installation 
package.

	 There are other datasets that can 
be provided upon request, but aren’t 
distributed on the FTP site. Some of 
these datasets require review of need and 
management approval before they can 
be sent. These include the original raster 
power density datasets that the wind 
power class shapefiles are created from; 
supplemental/unvalidated wind speed 
and power information for different 
heights above ground and time scales; 
wind measurement data; and solar 
modeled hourly values.

	 For users who don’t have GIS 
capabilities, our latest internet map 
server (IMS) site “United States Atlas 
of Renewable Resources” is one of 
our dynamic maps that allows the 
user to view solar, wind, biomass and 
geothermal resources along with other 

reference layers such as counties, places, 
federal lands, etc.  This site is still 
under development but can be accessed 
through NREL’s http://www.nrel.gov/
gis/ web page.

GSIS Call for Papers

Call for Papers: 2008 GSIS – GSA 
Topical Session
by Lisa Johnston
 
	 Submit your abstracts for the 
GSIS Technical of the GSA’s 120th 
Annual Meeting to be held in Houston, 
Texas October 5-9, 2008.  This year 
we celebrate the International Year of 
Planet Earth (https://www.acsmeetings.
org/2008/) and geoscience librarians 
must consider how their role as 
information gathers, preservers, and 
disseminators, is changing and adapting 
to our ever-increasing digital planet.  

2008 Technical/Oral Session Theme:
	 “Libraries in Transformation: 
Exploring Topics of Changing Practices 
and New Technologies”
	 Information retrieval is rapidly 
changing how scientific discoveries are 
made. This session will discuss how 
these changes affect the way in which 
geoscience information is created, 
disseminated, organized, accessed, used 
and archived. In short: how has your 
library “transformed” itself?

Questions to consider: 
•	 How are data in the geosciences 

https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.nrel.gov%2fgis
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.nrel.gov%2fgis
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.nrel.gov%2fgis%2f
https://www.exchange.iu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ac1fba3880d74f2da97499da77129c8c&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.nrel.gov%2fgis%2f
https://www.acsmeetings.org/2008/
https://www.acsmeetings.org/2008/
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changing? 
•	 What new technologies will help 

libraries organize data better? 
•	 How are print archives of 

books, maps, and journals being 
preserved in new ways? 

•	 Do electronic databases and 
digital sources change the 
learning and understanding of 
information? 

•	 How are researchers and 
information seekers adapting 
to the changing practices of the 
geoscience library? 

Posters Session Theme:
	 “Moving Mountains: Data 
Mining and Digital Repositories in the 
Geosciences” 
	 Researchers in the geosciences 
are continuously uncovering important 
discoveries in their quest toward 
understanding our planet. We address the 
issues of storing and accessing the vast 
amounts of information from the past, 
present, and future.
	 Examples of efforts include the 
creation of an institutional repository; 
the digitization of archives and journals, 
books, maps; the management of data 
sets and/or GIS information; the mining 
of digital libraries, databases and web 
pages; or the recycling of geoscience 
data for research and learning.
	 Abstracts for oral, poster, or both 
can be submitted online at http://gsa.
confex.com/gsa/2008AM/index.epl and 
under 300 words in length. The cost 
is $35 for professionals and $20 for 
students. The deadline is June 3, 2008.
	 This is your opportunity to share 
your perspective with us and the broader 

geoscience community.  If you would 
like more information feel to email 
the technical program convener, Lisa 
Johnston (ljohnsto@umn.edu).

Welcome New Members
Amanda Bielskas
Geology/Geosciences Librarian
Columbia University

Andrea Wirth
Geosciences
Librarian  
Oregon State University
Library

http://gsa.confex.com/gsa/2008AM/index.epl
http://gsa.confex.com/gsa/2008AM/index.epl
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GEOSCIENCE INFORMATION SOCIETY 2007 Year-End Report   (by Renee Davis 01/25/07)
               

 
Income 

Budgeted   Income 
Actual  

Expense 
Budgeted  

Expense 
Actual

EXECUTIVE BOARD              

President         $450.00   $300.00

Vice-President         $425.00   $338.09
Past-President         $25.00   $0.00

Secretary         $125.00   $83.52

Treasurer         $125.00   $61.02
Subtotal $0.00   $0.00   $1,150.00   $782.63
               
MEETINGS              
2006 Meeting     $57.95       $57.95

2007 Meeting (rooms and AV and 
Internet) $250.00   $2,000.00   $1,500.00   $2,640.56

2007 Business Meeting refreshments $500.00   $800.00   $700.00   $1,094.16
2007 Meeting Reception $2,500.00   $2,000.00   $2,000.00   $2,968.14
2007 Meeting Exhibit Booth (furniture 
& drape) $0.00       $550.00    
2007 Awardees lunch         $250.00   $429.00
2007 Speaker Honorarium / Gift         $600.00   $0.00
2007 Meeting: fieldtrip $0.00       $0.00   $0.00
Subtotal $3,250.00   $4,857.95   $5,600.00   $7,189.81
               
DUES              
Institutional $900.00   $1,400.92        
Personal $4,500.00   $5,830.00        
Sustaining $270.00   $135.00        
Retired $200.00   $220.00        
Student $60.00   $100.00        
Pooled Sponsorship $250.00   $260.00       $0.00
Subtotal $6,180.00   $7,945.92       $0.00
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GEOSCIENCE INFORMATION SOCIETY 2007 Year-End Report, cont’d
               

 
Income 

Budgeted   Income 
Actual  

Expense 
Budgeted  

Expense 
Actual

PUBLICATIONS              

Publications Manager         $500.00    
Directory of Geoscience Libraries $0.00   $0.00        
Mailing labels $300.00   $375.00        
Newsletter:  printing         $2,000.00   $860.18
Newsletter:  mailing         $500.00   $173.35
Newsletter:  subscriptions $250.00   $585.00        
Newsletter:  back issues $0.00            

Newsletter: cancellation refunds         $0.00   $40.00
Proceedings, v. 37 (2006) $0.00       $0.00    
Proceedings, v.36 (2005) $1,000.00       $2,000.00    

Proceedings, v.35 (2004) $180.00            
Proceedings, v.34 (2003) $135.00            
Proceedings, v.33 (2002) $45.00            
Proceedings, prior volumes $45.00            
Index $0.00            
Reprints              
Royalties            
Subtotal $1,955.00   $960.00   $5,000.00   $1,073.53
               
REPRESENTATIVES/APPOINTEES              
AGI Member Council rep         $25.00    
AGI Gov’t Affairs Program rep         $25.00    
Congressional Science Fellow         $100.00    
CUAC (2 reps @ $200 each)         $400.00    
Publicity Officer         $50.00    
Auditor         $25.00    
               
Subtotal $0.00   $0.00   $625.00   $0.00
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GEOSCIENCE INFORMATION SOCIETY 2007 Year-End Report, cont’d 
               

 
Income 

Budgeted   Income 
Actual  

Expense 
Budgeted  

Expense 
Actual

COMMITTEES & 
SERVICE POSITIONS              
Archivist         $150.00    
Auditor             $3.94
Best Paper         $25.00    
Best Reference Work         $25.00    
Collection Development         $25.00    
Distinguished Service Award         $100.00   $54.66
Exhibits         $85.00    
     New display case/Repairs

        $0.00    
GeoRef Users Group/E-
Resources         $25.00    
Guidebooks         $50.00   $34.45
International Initiatives $600.00   $516.00   $25.00    
Membership         $50.00    
     Membership brochure         $30.00   $21.35
Photographer         $25.00    
Nominating         $75.00    
Preservation         $25.00    
Website Advisory         $135.00   $134.91
Subtotal $600.00   $516.00   $850.00   $249.31
               
MISCELLANEOUS              
AGI member society dues         $240.00   $240.00
GAP contribution         $400.00   $400.00
GIS International Fellow         $0.00    
Ansari Best Reference Award         $500.00   $500.00
Ansari Distinguished Service 
Award         $400.00   $400.00

Geoscience Librarianship 101 $600.00       $800.00    
Gifts (unrestricted) $300.00   $315.00   $100.00    
Gifts- Professional Develop 
Fund $250.00   $110.00   $200.00    

Bank / Visa card charges $0.00   $33.25   $50.00   $28.00
Interest $1,000.00   $1,012.52        
Subtotal $2,150.00   $1,470.77   $2,690.00   $1,568.00
               
TOTAL $14,135.00   $15,750.64   $15,915.00   $10,863.28
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GSIS 
BANK ACCOUNT 
BALANCES:

2007 
Beginning 
Balances 3/31/07 6/30/07 9/30/07 12/31/07

    Wachovia Money 
Market Fund $19,629.77 $18,174.51 $18,214.43 $18,252.38 $18,285.16
    Wachovia Checking

$4,362.50 $9,491.10 $12,277.25 $15,938.71 $9,737.34
    Wachovia CD--GSIS 
General Funds

$12,627.81 $12,773.30 $12,918.78 $13,009.93 $13,101.75
    Wachovia CD--
Ansari Best Ref Work 
Award $6,261.53 $6,333.77 $6,406.01 $6,451.01 $6,496.54
    Wachovia CD--
Ansari Dist. Service 
Award

$3,948.37 $3,993.76 $4,039.14 $4,067.84 $4,096.55
           
TOTAL $46,829.98 $50,766.44 $53,855.61 $57,719.87 $51,717.34

	 The Geoscience Information 
Society had an income of $15,750.64 
for calendar year 2007.  The Society 
incurred expenses of $10,863.28, re-
sulting in a net gain for the year of 
$4,887.36.  An increase in the number 
of paid members, both institutional and 
personal, contributed substantially to the 
gain.  The officers and committee chairs 
kept their expenses to a minimum, which 
also added to the bottom line!  Produc-
tion costs for the Newsletter decreased 
during the second half of the year thanks 
to our new partnership with Printing 
and Copy Services at the University of 
Nebraska.  The annual meeting in Den-
ver incurred higher costs than had been 
anticipated in the draft budget, but these 
additional costs were absorbed by a 
corresponding increase in the number of 
sponsors and amount of the sponsorships 

for the conference.  The GSIS money 
market account and the CDs continue to 
earn reasonably good interest rates. The 
CDs will mature in April, and I will re-
invest those funds in an instrument with 
the highest available interest rate at that 
time.

Respectfully submitted,
Renee Davis
GSIS Treasurer
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International News
submitted by Julia Triplehorn

	 The 22nd Polar Libraries 
Colloquy will be hosted jointly by the 
Canadian Circumpolar Institute and 
the University of Alberta Libraries in 
Edmonton, Alberta Canada June 2-6.

	 Check out the website Polar 
Libraries Colloquy
http://arcticcentre.ulapland.fi/polarweb/
plc/evnt.asp and plan to attend.  The Call 
for papers has been extended to March 
15.
	 With the International Polar 
Year, this is an exciting time for polar 
librarians to be convening.  If you cannot 
attend the meeting please consider 
joining to learn more about polar  
information and resources.   

International events

May 12-13, 2008

Exploiting Geoscience 
Collections
Geological Society of London
London, England
Link: http://www.
exploitinggeosciencecollections.com/

	 The conference is organized 
jointly by the Geoscience Information 
Group and the Geological Curators 
Group, both Special Interest Groups 
of the Geological Society of London.  
Conference themes include:

•	 Discovery of geoscience resources 

•	 Curation for exploitation 

•	 The application of existing collections 
to address new issues 

•	 Building long-term bridges between 
distributed collections 

•	 Preparing geoscience collections for 
INSPIRE 

•	 Case studies on the successful 
exploitation of geoscience collections 

July 20 – 24, 2008

Australian Earth Sciences 
Convention 2008
Perth Convention Exhibition Centre 
Perth, Australia
Link: http://www.iceaustralia.com/
aesc2008/index.html

	 The Australian Geoscience 
Information Association (AGIA) is 
sponsoring “Solid as a Rock: Issues in 
Geoscience Information” a sub-theme of 
one of the conference program’s main 
themes:  Geoscience in the Service of 
Society.

August 6 - 14, 2008
33rd International Geological 
Congress (IGC)
Oslo, Norway
Link: www. 33igc.org

	 Of the 16 general symposia, 
Geoscience Information is included 
in “Information, Education, Ethics, 
History.”  Updated deadlines:

http://www.exploitinggeosciencecollections.com/
http://www.exploitinggeosciencecollections.com/
http://www.geolsoc.org.uk/
http://www.iceaustralia.com/aesc2008/index.html
http://www.iceaustralia.com/aesc2008/index.html
http://www.33igc.org/
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29 February 2008 at 24:00: Deadline for Abstract submission and field trip registration 
 
31 March 2008: Registration fee deadline for inclusion of accepted abstract in 
programme 
 
March 2008: Timetable for symposia, excursions, etc. on the web 
 
15 April 2008: End of early registration and payment (€560/410) 
 
May 2008: Detailed programme on the web – Final timetable for the programme 
 
15 July 2008: End of intermediately priced registration (€610/460) 
 
After 15 July 2008: Registration fee €660/510 
 
July 2008: Abstracts available on the website 
 
August 2008: Programme (hard copy) and Abstracts (CD) for all participants

August 10 – 14, 2008

World Library and Information 
Congress: 74th IFLA General 
Conference and Council. 
“Libraries without Borders: 
Navigating Towards Global 
Understanding”
Québec, Canada
Link: http://www.ifla.org/IV/ifla74/
call-map-en.htm

	 The Geography and Map 
Libraries Section theme is “Mapping 
North America: A Graphic Journey 
through History.”

http://www.ifla.org/IV/ifla74/call-map-en.htm
http://www.ifla.org/IV/ifla74/call-map-en.htm
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PROFICIENCES FOR LIBRARY 
INSTRUCTORS

Compiled by
Elizabeth A. Schneider & Patricia B. 

Yocum

Introduction
	 Libraries are increasingly 
offering user instruction as a standard 
service. With more instructional 
responsibilities librarians are asking 
what proficiencies they need to master 
if they are to be effective instructors. 
Through their statements and standards 
library associations speak sometimes 
generally about such proficiencies and 
sometimes explicitly. Compiled below 
is information currently available 
from selected library associations on 
competencies for library instructors. A 
brief selection of articles follows. Each 
of these also lists references for further 
reading.
 
Selected Library Associations

ACRL. Standards for Proficiencies 
for Instruction Librarians and 
Coordinators, C&RL News. vol. 68, no. 
9, p. 570-575, October 2007
	 The standards, newly issued, 
seek to “help instruction librarians 
define and gain the skills needed 
to be excellent teachers in library 
instruction programs.” The standards 
also recognize the role of the instruction 
coordinator. A dozen unranked 
proficiencies are listed. These include 
skills in administration, assessment 
and evaluation, communication, 
information literacy integration, 
instructional design, leadership, 

planning, presentation, promotion and 
teaching as well as subject expertise and 
curriculum knowledge. The document 
emphasizes skills development, library-
wide discussion and collaboration and 
cautions against inflexible use of the 
standards to evaluate performance. 
http://www.ala.org/ala/acrl/acrlstandards/
profstandards.cfm

American Library Association, 1st 

Congress of Professional Education: 
Focus on Education for the First 
Professional Degree (1999)
	 As part of the 1st Congress of 
Professional Education, a task force 
developed a draft statement of core 
competencies for librarians. Within 
this statement, a section entitled 
“Facilitating Learning” is dedicated to 
instructional skills. ALA recognizes 
that most librarians will find themselves 
in a teaching role at some time during 
their careers, and must possess basic 
skills in instruction. The statement 
highlights these skills as important: 
knowledge of different teaching 
theories, methods and learning needs; 
skills for developing and delivering 
an instruction/education program; 
presentation skills using technology; and 
evaluation skills. Discussions continue 
within ALA concerning development 
of a final statement.  (http://www.ala.
org/ala/hrdrbucket/1stcongressonpro/
1stcongresstf.htm)

Medical Library Association, Health 
Information Science Knowledge and 
Skills: Platform for Change (2002)
	 MLA specifies seven essential 
areas of knowledge for librarians 

http://www.ala.org/ala/acrl/acrlstandards/profstandards.cfm
http://www.ala.org/ala/acrl/acrlstandards/profstandards.cfm
http://www.ala.org/ala/hrdrbucket/1stcongressonpro/1stcongresstf.htm
http://www.ala.org/ala/hrdrbucket/1stcongressonpro/1stcongresstf.htm
http://www.ala.org/ala/hrdrbucket/1stcongressonpro/1stcongresstf.htm
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specific to health librarianship in the 
2002 Platform for Change statement. 
Proficiencies for library instructors 
are highlighted under the heading 
“Instructional Support Systems”. 
According to MLA, effective 
instructional librarians must have an 
understanding of learning theory and 
cognitive psychology, curriculum 
development, and design. Librarians 
must also be able to assess educational 
needs and evaluate outcomes, and 
recognize different learning styles and 
instructional methodologies. (http://
www.mlanet.org/education/platform/
skills.html)

Special Libraries Association, 
Competencies for Information 
Professionals of the 21st Century 
(2003)
	 SLA published a statement in 
2003 which speaks generally to all 
information professionals. Competencies 
most applicable to library instructors can 
be found under the core competencies 
“Managing Information Services” 
and “Applying Information Tools & 
Technologies.” Skills made explicit 
within the document include developing 
and delivering instruction sessions 
teaching information literacy skills, and 
maintaining awareness and keeping 
others informed of information tools and 
technologies.  

(http://www.sla.org/content/learn/
comp2003/index.cfm)

Selected Articles
Shonrock, Diana and Craig Mulder. 
“Instruction Librarians: Acquiring 
the Proficiencies Critical to Their 

Work,” College and Research 
Libraries. vol. 54, p. 137-149, March 
1993.
	 Shonrock and Mulder surveyed 
144 instruction librarians, asking them 
to evaluate eighty-four bibliographic 
instruction skills, where they acquired 
these skills, and how they would have 
liked to gain this experience. The survey 
showed the majority of the top twenty-
five BI skills were related to principles in 
instructional design, pedagogical skills, 
and basic instruction in information 
retrieval. Librarians preferred library 
school training for thirteen of the 
twenty-five skills, on the job training and 
professional development to attain the 
other twelve skills. 

Botts, Carroll, and Mark Emmons. 
“Developing Teaching Competencies 
for Instructors in the Academic 
Library: A Case Study,” Public 
Services Quarterly. vol. 1, no. 3, p. 65-
82, May 2003.
	 Botts and Emmons at the 
University of New Mexico developed 
teaching competencies for the teaching 
librarians at the university. The 
document was created to (1) improve the 
quality of teaching information literacy 
skills, (2) establish standards for training 
librarians to be instructors, and (3) create 
a foundation for self and peer evaluation. 
Three core competencies were 
determined: behavioral, professional, 
personal.

Peacock, Judith. “Teaching Skills 
for Teaching Librarians: Postcards 
Specific To Health Librarianship 

http://www.mlanet.org/education/platform/skills.html
http://www.mlanet.org/education/platform/skills.html
http://www.mlanet.org/education/platform/skills.html
http://www.sla.org/content/learn/comp2003/index.cfm
http://www.sla.org/content/learn/comp2003/index.cfm
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From The Edge Of The Educational 
Paradigm,” Australian Academic and 
Research Libraries. vol. 32, no. 1, p. 
26-42, March 2001.
	 Peacock maintains that 
significant changes in technology 
have forced academic librarians to 
become educators, and that professional 
development is critical to facilitating 
the development of an information 
literate society. She describes two 
broad skill sets imperative for instructor 
librarians: Teaching skills and strategic 
skills. Teaching skills consist of design, 
delivery and evaluation skills. Strategic 
skills are effective for advocating 
information literacy and include skills 
in communication, policy development, 
and negotiation. Peacock explains that 
these two skill sets exist concurrently 
with three professional development 
competencies: content knowledge, 
professionalism, and technological 
proficiency. 

Walter, Scott. Instructional 
Improvement: Building Capacity 
for the Professional Development of 
Librarians as Teachers, Reference & 
User Services Quarterly. vol. 45, no. 3, 
p. 213-18, Spring 2006.
	 Two interlinked questions are 
the focus of this article:  1) How do 
librarians become better teachers? 
and 2) What can library leaders do to 
support the professional development 
of librarians as teachers? Walter 
takes a broad view, couching the 
answer first in terms of instructional 
improvement in higher education with 
examples from across the USA, and, 
secondly, with respect to initiatives 

in academic libraries. Though not a 
list of instructional competencies, the 
article provides a succinct rationale 
for involvement of both instruction 
librarians and instruction leaders. 

This & That

Linda Zellmer has a new job.

	 She is the Government Informa-
tion and Data Services Librarian at West-
ern Illinois Unversity. 

Mary Ansari has a publication of inter-
est:

Ansari, Mary B., 2007, Place Names of 
Douglas County, Nevada: Reno, NV, 
Camp Nevada Monograph Number 12, 
92 p. $15.00, Camp Nevada, 1496 De-
nalli Ct., Reno, NV 89506-6781; 
campnevada@sbcglobal.net

 http://www.timesonline.co.uk/article/0,,2-1980961,00.html 


GSIS Newsletter No. 230, February 2008 44

GSIS PUBLICATION LIST

Proceedings of the Annual GSIS Meetings (ISSN 0072-
1409) $45.00 each; standing orders are $45.00/year. 
(Proceedings
volumes 1 through 25 are out of print and available
from:
Out-of-print Books on Demand, University Microfilms, Inc.,
300 North Zeeb Road, Ann Arbor, MI 48106)
-v. 36, 2005, published 2007 Collaboration for the 
Dissemination of Geologic Information Among Colleagues, 
ed. by A. Fleming [ISBN 0-934485-38-0]
-v. 35, 2004, published 2005 Geoinformatics, ed. by L. R.
Musser (ISBN 0-934485-37-2)
-v. 34, 2003 Geoscience Information Horizons: Challenges,
Choices, and Decisions, ed. by L. E. Joseph. (ISBN 0-
934485-36-4)
-v. 33, 2002 New Heights in Geoscience Information: Access
and Technology. ed. by L. G. Dunn. (ISBN 0-934485-35-0)
-v. 32, 2001 Geoscience Information: A Dynamic Odyssey,
ed. by M. M. Noga. (ISBN 0-934485-34-8)
-v. 31, 2000 Electronic Information Summit: New 
Developments
and Their Impacts, ed. by S. N. Tahirkheli. (ISBN
0-934485-33-X)
-v. 30, 2000 Communication Divides: Perspectives on 
Supporting
Information Bridges in the Geosciences, ed. by Lois
Heiser, (ISBNO-934485-32-1)
-v. 29, 1999 Accreting the Continent’s Collections, ed. by C.
R. M. Derksen and C. J. Manson, (ISBN 0-934485-31- 3)
-v. 28, 1998 The Costs and Values of Geoscience 
Information,
ed. by C. J. Manson. (ISBN 0-934485- 29-1)
-v.27, 1997 Expanding Boundaries: Geoscience Information

for Earth System Science, ed. by B. J. DeFelice. (ISBN
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Proceedings of the International Geoscience Information
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Joint Meeting, Sixth International Conference on Geoscience
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