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2019 GEOSPATIAL 

MATURITY ASSESSMENT 

STATE REPORT CARDS  



The Coalition of Geospatial Organizations (COGO) has used the traditional A-F system 

to grade the national spatial data infrastructure (NSDI) development effort, naming the 

federal agencies responsible for eight data layers in the NSDI. With this GMA, NSGIC 

turned to its own members and measuring their contributions to the NSDI. 

NSGIC developed a questionnaire that was sent to each of its member states. Forty-

one states responded. Their responses were then graded. The questionnaire, individual 

state responses, and the grades given each are available as separate resources. The 

responses were pulled together to grade each state on each of 10 different themes – 

the eight COGO themes, plus a grade for state-level coordination activities and 

separate grades for leaf-on and leaf-off orthoimagery. 

Both questionnaires and grading schemes were developed by NSGIC volunteers, each 

an expert in the theme they addressed. 

In the pages that follow, participating states' report cards can be found. Please 

reference the full report for more information on methodology, grading schemes, and 

national trends. 











ARKANSAS 
GMA RESPONSE
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We appreciate the opportunity to participate in the Geospatial Maturity
Assessment. It provides metrics for use in self evaluation as well as
objective measures from an external perspective that we can point to as
we are evaluated within our state government organizational structure.

We believe the results to be an accurate representation of our current
state of affairs. We are and have long been very fortunate to enjoy an
atmosphere of effective cooperation and coordination among the various
GIS stakeholders in the state, including state agencies, local government,
higher education, and the private sector.
 

It has long been the policy of both the Arkansas GIS Office and the GIS
Board to capture leaf-off imagery. Leaf-off imagery better supports the
needs of transportation, local tax assessors, and local 9-1-1. Unfortunately,

our state does not have an imagery “program”, i.e. no sustainable revenue
stream. Consequently, imagery acquisition has always been dependent on
available on-time funding. Over the last 20 years, statewide image
acquisition has occurred, on average, every six to seven years.

 

Over the past three to four years, governmental units has become a
particular focus for our state as we prepare for the 2020 Census and
redistricting that will follow. Dovetailing with this has been our
participation in the Geo-enabled Elections effort. We see these as
exceptional opportunities glean quality data to take into the next decade.

 

Lastly, statewide address data has been one of our goals for the past
decade, and we are now close to seeing the culmination of that effort.
Currently, 72 of 75 counties have physical address dataset in maintenance,

and the remaining three have efforts underway at some level to complete
county-wide data for the first time.  This dataset is of particular
significance due to its integral role in Next Generation 9-1-1.

 
Shelby Johnson
GIO, State of Arkansas
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 Colorado Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.



COLORADO 
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

The State of Colorado appreciates NSGIC’s efforts involved with all aspects
of the GMA. An objective assessment of the high level GIS efforts within
each state is invaluable information. Furthermore, seeing where other
states are struggling and excelling allows for productive discussion and
collaboration amongst states.
 
Colorado’s grades are, for the most part, on par with where we feel we are
in our efforts. It was interesting to see the grade difference (albeit minor)
between address and cadastre, as we feel both data sets are about equally
far along. All in all, the grades reinforce the point that additional time and
resources are needed to improve upon these grades, along with better
coordination across the state. In fact, Colorado’s grade for coordination
seems high, as this is an area that the state can greatly improve upon.
However, after revisiting the grading system and questions for the
Coordination section, the grade does seem justified. While the questions
do address a state’s ability and capacity for effective coordination, missing
are questions about whether a state is actually actively coordinating.
Perhaps additional questions can be included that involve the frequency
and nature of coordination efforts among federal, state and local
governments.

 
Anthony Filipiak
Senior GIS Analyst,
State of Colorado
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 Delaware Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.
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 Florida Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.



FLORIDA
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

NSGIC should be complimented for the clear, transparent way this
geospatial maturity assessment was carried out and the way the results
are being shared and used as a guide for programmatic improvements.

The State of Florida accepts their B+ result as a fair representation of our
current status based on the selected indicators. We look forward to the
challenge of using the assessment results to improve the quality of
service to our stakeholders.

 

When the 2017 Florida Legislature mandated the creation of a geographic
information office, it signaled an understanding of the vital role spatial
data should play in Statewide decision making. Having this coordinating
body will positively impact all sectors of our maturity assessment going
forward. The 2018 Florida Legislature permanently organized the new
State Geographic Information Office with the Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) and gave the office rule making ability,

with oversight of State Agencies and the State’s five Water Management
Districts (WMD). This GIO benefits from the legacy of a strong, active, and
forward thinking GIS workgroup which coordinated geospatial policy
since the 1990s.

 

There are two specific areas of the assessment for Florida that we would
like to highlight. The first is the Address category (grade F). The Florida
Dept. of Management Services (DMS) is the lead agency for Florida’s 9-1-1
system. After a lengthy wait, DMS received a Federal grant in October
2019 that supports a variety of matching funds in support of NG 9-1-1. The
GIO and GIS leads from the Dept. of Transportation of the Dept. of
Emergency Management recently attended a kick off meeting and are
working together to support this DMS initiative for Florida. The project
end date is March 31, 2022. 

 

Continued on page 2



FLORIDA
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

The GIO office will share the individual benchmarks the maturity
assessment has identified for a successful Address program with the
project participants. The second area of focus is Hydrology (grade A).

Water quality and supply are hugely important to Florida’s leadership.

The DEP hosts the National Hydrography Dataset editors for the State and
is always looking for ways to partner with the WMDs and other State
agencies to improve our spatial data for surface, ground, and coastal
waters. With the 2020 delivery of 3DEP QL1 peninsular LiDAR, we
anticipate significant improvement in our detailed hydrography
coverages based on analysis from the derived LiDAR products.

 

This NSGIC Maturity Assessment and results will be presented to the State
stakeholders at our scheduled January 2020 meeting. Thank you for the
opportunity to provide feedback.

 

Kim Jackson
Geospatial Information
Officer
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Georgia Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.
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Hawaii Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.
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 Illinois Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.





INDIANA
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

The Indiana GIS community appreciates the opportunity to participate in
the GMA. This important endeavor provides valuable insight and
information that we can share with fellow GIS professionals and decision-

makers across the state.  

 

Indiana GIS data coordination is possible through community and
partnerships between the Indiana Geographic Information Council, the
Indiana Geologic and Water Survey, local and county GIS professionals,

and leadership from the State Geographic Information Office. The State
appreciates our 100% data sharing success with all of our county
partners, the layers of which are graded in the GMA. Now that Indiana has
achieved this, our community looks to increasing precision, accuracy and
reliability of data sharing, the next levels of which will be seen in the next
round of the GMA.  We are also embarking on the next phase of data
sharing.  It is our goal to utilize new tools and technologies alongside our
well-established and appreciated GIS data sharing environment to make
our datasets more easily accessible, managed for reliability and updated
with reliable metadata. 

 

Our goals for next year will be to improve grades in specific to boundaries,

transportation and addressing. Initiatives such as taxing, planning and
NextGen 9-1-1 are driving our State’s purpose for accurate, authoritative
and timely data layers from local and county government.  Current efforts
are underway to establish statewide address and centerline data
standards, along with data sharing guidelines that will help us improve
our GMA in these areas. We are facing challenges with the lack of
financial support to transition our statewide datasets into standardized
datasets, ready at the level of reliability and accuracy needed for these
use cases.  It is our hope to encourage support in this area from state
leadership and agency partnerships benefiting from the “build it once,

use it many times” model.

 Continued on page 2



INDIANA
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

Indiana has been fortunate to have completed statewide orthoimagery at
12-inch resolution on average every five to six years. It is our policy to
capture leaf-off orthoimagery statewide and make that data open and
freely available for statewide consumption (i.e. license-free product). 
Leaf-off imagery better supports the needs of transportation, local tax
assessors, economic development and local 9-1-1 departments. 

Unfortunately, our state lacks in the sustainability and reliability of the
program because, despite annual request to budget for the program, the
GIO lacks the funds to reliably support the program. Consequently,

imagery acquisition has always been dependent on available, on-time
funding. 

 

Specific to the leaf-on imagery, Indiana’s business case does not indicate
value for imagery with leaf-on at a frequency or resolution greater than
the NAIP data provided by our federal partners.   

 

Additionally, we are fortunate to have a near-completed statewide QL-2
Lidar acquisition update. This would not have been possible without the
funding support of our federal partners, primarily the Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) and the United States Geological Survey
(USGS).  Our GIS community, transportation, economic development, and
agriculture are beneficiaries of this data. It will be Indiana’s plan to make
both the Lidar and orthoimagery programs planned on a cycle, with
support from all partners possible through the planning of the program.

 

Megan Compton
GIO, State of Indiana
Office of Technology
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 Iowa Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.



IOWA
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

Iowa appreciates the opportunity to participate in the NSGIC Geospatial
Maturity Assessment (GMA). We feel the assessment is accurate and
reflective of efforts and support for Statewide framework data. The State
of Iowa has worked effectively in a federated manner leveraging the
resources of State Agencies that have stepped up to act as a steward for
an identified framework data layer, Typically because the data set meets a
particular business need. Most of our successes have been inter-agency
data efforts such as aerial imagery, elevation, parcels and NG911. Funding,
state-level coordination and executive support have been critical to the
success of these data programs. As with many states, Iowa has been able
to build acquisition programs around data that has been easy to sell to
leadership. As we move onto data sets that are less charismatic like
addresses, hydrography, governmental units and geodetic control, we
need to explore business needs and relationships that have not yet been
discovered.

 
Patrick Wilke-Brown
GIS Coordinator, 
Office of the CIO
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 Kansas Report Card

The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.
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 Kentucky Report Card
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The National States Geographic Information Council Geospatial Maturity
Assessment provides NSGIC members and other partners with a summary of
geospatial initiatives, capabilities, and issues within and across state governments.
The NSGIC GMA now produces report cards for each state on central data themes
and coordination topics. The assessment is performed every two years.



KENTUCKY
GMA RESPONSE

www.nsgic.org  |  info@nsgic.org  | @nsgic

Kentucky is pleased with the GMA scoring for 2019. The grades do reflect
the status of our governance and coordination, as well as each of the
“themed” layers here in the Commonwealth. It is our feeling that the
scoring methodology is straightforward and the results are meaningful.
We know that there is progress to be made in some areas and the GMA
reaffirms that fact. 
 

It is valuable to see where we measure up against other states and sharing
the national results with our leadership helps to underscore our level of
success here in Kentucky. Additionally, seeing which states excel in a
certain category, lets us know who to contact for guidance and direction. 

 

We appreciate the effort involved in compiling the assessment tool and
sharing the results with the NSGIC community. Many thanks!

 
Kent Anness
GIS Operations
Manager
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