
MEETING AGENDA

Technical  Advisory Committee
to the

State Records Board

May 30, 2012
12:00 p.m.

Execut ive Bui ld ing -  Lower Level  Conference Room
521 S 14th Street
Lincoln,  Nebraska

AGENDA

Meeting Documents (Large F i le :  747 pages -  102 MB .pdf f i le) .

1. Rol l  Cal l ,  Meeting Not ice & Open Meetings Act  Information

2. Publ ic  Comment

3. Approval  of  Minutes* -  June 3,  2011

4. Grant  Reviews*

GIS Related Appl icat ions
Cass County --  County WebGIS
Cheyenne County --  County WebGIS
Dodge County --  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Garf ie ld County --  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Greeley County --  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Harlan County - -  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Hitchcock County --  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Pierce County --  County WebGIS
Saunders County --  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Scotts Bluff  County --  Assessor GIS and County WebGIS
Scotts Bluff  County Mapping Department --  Scotts Bluff  County Web GIS In it iat ive
Seward County --  County WebGIS
Thayer County --  County WebGIS

Other Appl icat ions
Plattsmouth Publ ic  Library Foundation --  Dig i t izat ion of  Plattsmouth Newspapers

5. Other Business

6. Adjourn

* Denotes act ion i tems

(The Commi t tee  w i l l  a t tempt  to  adhere  to  the sequence o f  the  pub l i shed agenda,  but  rese rves  the  r igh t  to  ad jus t  the
orde r  o f  i t ems i f  necessa ry  and may  e lect  to  take  ac t i on  on any o f  the  i tems  l i s ted . )

Meet ing not ice posted to the Nebraska Publ ic Meet ing Calendar on Apr i l  13, 2012.
Agenda posted to the NITC website on Apr i l  13,  2012 and corrected meeting documents for
Cheyenne County added on May 17, 2012.
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Technical Advisory Committee 
to the 

State Records Board 

June 3, 2011  
9:00 a.m. 

Executive Building – Lower Level Conference Room 
521 S 14th Street 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

PROPOSED MINUTES 

MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Brenda Decker, CIO, State of Nebraska  
Walter Weir, CIO, University of Nebraska 
Richard Brown, Legislative Council 

ROLL CALL, MEETING NOTICE & OPEN MEETINGS ACT INFORMATION  
 
Ms. Decker called the meeting to order at 9:05 a.m. Roll call was taken.  A quorum was present.  The 
meeting notice was posted to the Nebraska Public Meeting Calendar on May 26, 2011.  The meeting 
agenda posted to the NITC Website on May 25, 2011. A copy of the Nebraska Open Meetings Act was 
available on a table in the front of the meeting room.  

PUBLIC COMMENT 

There was no public comment. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES – October 22, 2009 and November 10, 2009 

Mr. Weir moved to approve the minutes as presented. Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote: 
Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and No-0.  Motion carried.  

GRANT REVIEWS 

GIS Related Applications 

Members discussed the GIS applications in general. Discussion topics included: going out to bid for these 
GIS services; a state-wide contract; relationship to NebraskaMAP; involvement of the Department of 
Revenue; and accessibility issues. 
 
Mr. Becker noted that prior to the meeting, the GIS related grant applications were shared with the Chair 
and Vice-Chair of the GIS Council – Mr. Michael Schonlau, Douglas County/City of Omaha and Mr. Jeff 
McReynolds, City of Lincoln/Lancaster County – for their review and comment. The comments received 
from these reviewers were shared with the members. Mr. Zink has reviewed GIS grants in the past for the 
Committee; however, because he was the primary author of one of the applications currently under 
review, the GIS Council chairs were ask to review the GIS grants. Mr. McReynolds was available at the 
meeting for questions. 
 
A number of applicants listed Chad Kudym of GIS Workshop as their technical contact for questions 
related to their GIS applications. The committee called Mr. Kudym. The first question for Mr. Kudym was 
whether or not city parcel data was being provided as part of the county wide applications, which 
referenced the rural parcel layer. Mr. Kudym consulted a coworker in his office and responded that they 
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will be creating both of those layers. The second question was: In the Keith County contract, section 1.6 
(page 203 of the meeting document) addresses data ownership, is that provision included in all of these 
contracts? Mr. Kudym indicated that this is included in their standard contract language. A third question 
to Mr. Kudym was whether both the property parcel layer and the legal lot layer were being created for 
these GIS Workshop related applications.  After consulting with a coworker, Mr. Kudym indicated that 
both layers were being created. The call to Mr. Kudym was concluded. 
 
Members discussed recommending some possible conditions for these GIS grants. 
 
Mr. Brown moved that the OCIO develop a Technical Review Checklist for GIS related grant awards. 
The checklist will be based on the State Records Board’s Supplemental Questionnaire utilized for GIS 
related grant applications. Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and 
Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and No-0.  Motion carried. 
 
Buffalo County -- County Wide GIS Implementation 
 
Ms. Decker moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget.  
 Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 

conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
Cherry County Assessor -- County Wide GIS Implementation 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget.  
 Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 

conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Ms. Decker seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried. 
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Kimball County -- WebGIS for County 
 
Mr. Brown moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget. 

However, it is unclear to the committee why the budget for this hosting service exceeds the costs 
associated with some other applicants that have both data maintenance and hosting. 

 Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 
conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and 
No-0.  Motion carried. 
 
Madison County -- WebGIS for County 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget. 

However, it is unclear to the committee why the budget for this hosting service exceeds the costs 
associated with some other applicants that have both data maintenance and hosting. 

 The committee notes that the budget includes funds for hardware, software, and training. 
 Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 

conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried. 
 
City of Nebraska City -- City-Wide WebGIS implementation 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 It is unclear if the proposed technology is appropriate for the project because there is conflicting 

information in the proposal as to whether this information will be publicly available. 
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget.  
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 Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 
conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried. 
 
Pawnee County -- County Wide GIS Implementation 
 
Ms. Decker moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 There is insufficient information to make any comments or recommendations.  
 

Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and 
No-0.  Motion carried. 
 
Perkins County -- WebGIS for County 
 
Mr. Brown moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame. However, the 

budget is unclear. The budget information provided in the application requests $25,000 from the 
State Records Board; however, the request states that $25,500 is the costs for GIS Workshop 
while the included GIS Workshop proposal only shows $20,000, which includes the second year 
of maintenance. 

 Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 
conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Ms. Decker seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried. 
 
Keith County -- County Wide GIS Implementation 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The parcel layer technology is appropriate for the project. Oblique imagery is not included in any 

state standard. 
 The timeline appears compacted unless the work has already begun. The budget is appropriate. 
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  Further, the committee recommends that if this grant is awarded, payment of grant funds be 
conditioned upon the following: 
 Applicant must identify a project manager; 
 Applicant must provide a copy of the data and metadata to NebraskaMAP with agreement 

that any updates of the data will be made available to NebraskaMAP at least quarterly and at 
no cost; and 

 The OCIO confirms that the data and metadata meets the requirements of the Technical 
Review Checklist. 

 
Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
The committee was in recess from 12:30 p.m. to 1:10 p.m. 
 
The NebraskaMAP application was passed over. 
 
Other Applications 
 
City of Papillion -- Citizen Services 
 
A representative from the City of Papillion was available for questions. 
 
Ms. Decker moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 There are no technical elements to review.  
 
Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and 
No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
NE PostSecondary Education Commission -- On-Line ACE Scholarship Application 
 
Representatives of the applicant were available for questions. 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget.  

 
Ms. Decker seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
Arthur County -- Web Site Creation [Attachment to Application] 
 
Ms. Decker moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The technology identified is appropriate; however, the use of students may not be the best 

approach.  
 The committee could not determine if the budget was sufficient without a work plan and 

information about potential licensing expenses, etc.  
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Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
City of Alliance -- Municipal Code re-codification and electronic publishing 
 
Ms. Decker moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 There is insufficient information to make any comments or recommendations.  
 
Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and 
No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
City of Fremont -- OnBase 24/7 access 
 
Mr. Brown moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget.  
 The response to Part III Number 3 does not address how the Applicant will make the forms 

accessible. 
 With regard to the response to Part II Number 10, reducing the number of licenses to 

accommodate a reduced financial commitment could be a potential violation of a licensing 
agreement. 

 
Ms. Decker seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
Garden County Clerk - District Court -- Computer Access to Public Records 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is not appropriate for providing online public access to these records. 

Citizens would still be required to travel to the county office. 
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget for the 

project as presented.  
 
Ms. Decker seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
Lancaster County Board of Commissioners -- Enhancement of Lancaster County's Tower TRIM 
electronic records management software 
 
Ms. Decker moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible. However, this project does not provide improved electronic 
access to government information. 

 There is insufficient information to determine if the proposed technology is appropriate for the 
project.  
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 There is insufficient information to determine if the technical elements can be accomplished within 
the proposed time frame and budget.  

 
Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and 
No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
NE Real Estate Commission -- On-Line License Renewal 
 
Mr. Brown moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The committee has concerns over the type of technology being proposed; including relying on 

existing, dated hardware and software. 
 
Mr. Weir seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 and 
No-0.  Motion carried.   
 
 
Saline County -- Marriage License Public Access 
 
Mr. Brown moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is not appropriate for providing online public access to these records. 

Citizens would still be required to travel to the county office. 
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget for the 

project as presented.  
 
Ms. Decker seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Yes and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-3 
and No-0.  Motion carried.   

Returned to GIS Related Applications 

OCIO - State of Nebraska -- NebraskaMAP - A Geospatial Data Sharing and Web Services Network 
II 
 
Mr. Weir moved the following resolution:   
The committee, having reviewed the grant application, finds that: 
 

 The project is technically feasible.  
 The proposed technology is appropriate for the project.  
 The technical elements can be accomplished within the proposed time frame and budget.  

 
Mr. Brown seconded the motion. Roll call vote:  Brown-Yes, Decker-Abstain and Weir-Yes.  Results: Yes-
2, No-0, and Abstain-1.  Motion carried.   

OTHER BUSINESS  

There was no other business. 

ADJOURNMENT 
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Mr. Brown move to adjourn. Mr. Weir seconded the motion. All were in favor. The meeting was adjourned 
at 3:00 p.m.  

The meeting minutes were taken by Rick Becker, Office of the CIO. 
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Nebraska State Records Board 

440 S. 8th St. Suite 210, Lincoln, NE  68508   402-471-2745 

John A. Gale, Chairman 

 

APPLICATION FOR STATE RECORDS BOARD GRANT 

TO IMPROVE ACCESS TO PUBLIC INFORMATION 

 

 

1. Name of agency applying for grant : Cass County NE 

 

2. Grant amount requested $ 21,800 

 

3. Title of project: County WebGIS  

 

4. Brief description of project:  The project includes building a WebGIS application that 

will link to the existing Manatron/TerraScan database in use in the Assessor’s Office to 

promote online access to public records by citizens, businesses, other County 

departments and other local/county/regional/State agencies. 
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The Nebraska State Records Board is sponsoring a grant program for Nebraska 

government agencies for the development of programs and technology to improve electronic 

access to Nebraska government information and services by citizens and businesses with 

emphasis on web-enabled services.  The State Records Board has set the maximum amount 

of any grant awarded at $25,000.00 for this grant period.  The grants may be used for the 

creation or enhancement of electronic access and delivery of government services and 

information, but not to fund ongoing operations.  Nebraska government agencies wishing to 

apply for these grants may want to first contact Nebraska.gov to establish feasibility and 

scope of the project.  

 

NOTE:  Loss of Funding.  The NE State Records Board may be unable to award grant 

funds, in whole or in part, in the event funding is no longer available.   

Grant Criteria  

Grant projects requesting funding must meet criteria #1-3.  

1. Enhance the delivery of local government agency services and improve the public and 

business access to those services with emphasis on web-enabled services. 

2. Meet the all applicable Nebraska Information Technology Commission Standards and 

Guidelines. State’s technology access clause for providing equal access to services for 

persons with disabilities.  A copy of the technology access clause is available at:  

http://www.nitc.state.ne.us/standards/index.html under 2. Accessibility Architecture.  

3. If the project or service created or improved pursuant to the grant application involves the 

licensing, permitting or regulation of businesses, then the project or service must allow 

integration with the State of Nebraska’s Business Portal at: 

http://www.nebraska.gov/index.phtml?section=business, and the One-Stop Online 

Business Registration System at: 

http://www.nebraska.gov/osbr/cgi/domestic.cgi?/osbraapplication/init/init/None.  

In addition, the following criteria will be considered when reviewing applications:   

 Does the project enhance the delivery of state/local government agency services and 

improve the public, government and business access to those services? 

 Does the project enhance or create an online presence? 

 Does the project span more than one office or agency?  

 What is the size of the customer base for this service and the geographic impact? 

 Is there financial and or in kind contribution from other partners? 

 Is there documented community support for the project? 

NSRB-TAC - May 30, 2012 - Page 11

http://www.nitc.state.ne.us/standards/index.html
http://www.nebraska.gov/index.phtml?section=business
http://www.nebraska.gov/osbr/cgi/domestic.cgi?/osbraapplication/init/init/None


Responses are required to all questions in Parts I & II and all associated documents that may be requested must be included 

in this submission in order to be considered for funding. 

3 

 

  Part I. Grant Detail 

 

1. Please describe the project in detail, to include your vision for the project (you may 

attach additional pages if necessary).  
 

Cass County has a robust GIS already in place which services multiple departments. They 

have an internal website that features some mapping with older technology but want to 

embrace WebGIS technology for increased information and functionality that will be 

accessed through the internet on a specific website designed for Cass County. 

 

As an initial phase, Cass County’s WebGIS will feature the core Assessor Tab plus 

additional departmental tabs for the Election Commissioner, Emergency Management 

and Planning and Zoning.  The WebGIS will also be helpful to other entities in the 

Courthouse. The Clerk’s Office will be able to field inquiries for information; the 

Treasurer’s Office will be able to use it for tax inquiries. The Weeds department will use 

it for determining property owners and property location for spraying noxious weeds and 

issuing notices to landowners.  

 

The Cass County Sheriff’s Office has GIS-based dispatch technology and GIS Workshop 

currently maintains the County’s 911 dispatching map. Installing the WebGIS will also 

assist dispatch during 911 calls and emergencies by providing easy access to aerial 

photography, site photos, site sketches and assessment database information for the 

property of interest.  It will also benefit both fire and rescue departments to aid in their 

situational awareness when responding to emergencies. 

 

The WebGIS will be developed and maintained by GIS Workshop, Inc.  It will provide 

public access to query the assessment database by property owner, address, and parcel ID 

numbers. If the above are unknown, the WebGIS also includes an option to manually 

select a parcel and from the map to query the database. 

 

The Cass County Board, Assessor, Election Commissioner, GIS Coordinator, Planning 

and Zoning Administrator and the Emergency Manager, other departments, cities and 

villages feel that this WebGIS will be useful by increasing efficiency for numerous 

County departments. The web-based environment also enables the general public to 

access this information at any time. 

 

 

2. Please describe who the beneficiary or recipient of this service will be.  

 

Anyone interested in land records information for the County will benefit from this 

project.  The County offices of Assessor, Clerk/Elec Commissioner, Register of Deeds, 

Treasurer, Emergency Manager, Sheriff, Roads, Planning/Zoning, Surveyor and Weeds 

will benefit from this program.  Property owners, banks, insurance companies, appraisers, 

realtors and attorneys will have access to the property assessment and valuation 

information at no extra cost to them.  Partner agencies such as the Natural Resources 

Districts, cities/villages and various State agencies will also benefit from easy access to 
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County data.  Efficiencies realized from 24/7 access will result in increased productivity 

and cost savings for both public and private entities.   

 

3. Based upon your answer to question 2, what do you project the adoption rate to be 

in 1 year, 3 years and 5 years? 

 

Based on input we have received from real estate professionals and other government 

agencies we believe the adoption rate of the WebGIS technology will be immediate.  

Numerous County department staff have attended Board meetings to express their 

support. 

 

4. Timeline for implementation of the project (a specific completion date (MM/YYYY) 

must be provided).  Grant funds may lapse if not expended prior to completion date. 

 

GIS Workshop confirms the project to be completed no later than December 31, 2012 

(12/31/2012). 

 

5. Does the project require additional statutory authority (explain)? 

 

No. 

 

6. Specify (in detail) what the grant money will be used for.  Include a complete cost 

breakdown of the project.  Please attach bids from vendors (if applicable) and 

describe the relationship, if any, between a vendor and you or your agency.  These 

documents are mandatory for the application to be considered for funding. 

 

We will contract with vendor GIS Workshop, Inc. to develop a WebGIS for Cass County. 

Attachment 1 contains an overview of the project in GISW’s Proposal document.  The 

Proposal is for development of a WebGIS site for Cass County, which will make 

information available 24/7. The total amount of grant money awarded to Cass County 

will be used to defray the following initial GIS development expense.  See attached 

proposal by GIS Workshop for this project. 

 

7. Collaboration.  Please specify in detail any other public or private contributions for 

your project (financial, labor, equipment etc.) from other sources.  Identify 

contributors and/or partners and specific dollar amounts. 

 

The Cass County Assessor, the GIS Department, Election Commissioner, Emergency 

Manager and Clerk Offices will all be assisting in compiling information, data entry and 

maintaining current data to assure all information is correct and up to date. GIS 

Workshop will be designing and building the WebGIS, coordinating with the County and 

hosting/maintaining the site.  Cass County Assessor, Election Commissioner, Emergency 

Management and Planning and Zoning staff will participate in GIS training provided by 

GISW.  
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8. Why is the grant money needed for the project and how will the service be sustained 

once the grant money is expended? 

 

The grant money is needed to allow the public access to important County information 

and to increase efficiency in the future.  Cass County will agree to maintain the program 

and any fees that go along with it to keep the system up and running for future years 

through budgeting of this County-wide WebGIS project and by making it a priority.  

 

9. Should available funding not allow the NSRB to grant the full amount requested, 

but a reduced amount, would this project still be financially feasible?  

 

The full amount will be necessary to initially defray the cost to Cass County of 

implementing the GIS.  The County fully anticipates being able to fully meet annual 

maintenance costs of the GIS after it is implemented. 

 

10. Please describe how this project will enhance the delivery of on-line government 

agency services and improve the public and/or business access to those services. 

 

The WebGIS application that is included as part of this project is a proven system for 

delivering tax assessment and related information.  The application allows the user to 

submit queries to the Manatron/TerraScan database containing tax assessment 

information.  The Property Record Card component of the WebGIS has several 

customized reports, derived from the Manatron/TerraScan database, containing land 

record information that are valuable to real estate professionals, citizens and other 

government agencies.  The web-enabled application also shows photos and sketches from 

the Assessor’s database. 

 

In addition to textual database information and photos/sketches the WebGIS application 

also includes GIS data layers such as land use, soils and aerial photography which are all 

valuable for visualizing information associated with government records. 

 

11.  Does the project involve the licensing, permitting or regulation of business?   

If yes, explain how the project or service will allow integration with the State of 

Nebraska’s Business Portal, located at: 

http://www.nebraska.gov/index.phtml?section=business, and the One-Stop Online 

Business registration system located at: https://www.nebraska.gov/osbr/index.cgi 

 

No, this is not applicable to this project. 

 

12.  Community Support.  Please include letters of support to document the public 

expression that has caused you to implement this application. 

 

Attachment 2 contains numerous letters of support from the Cass County community.  
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13. If the grant is to create an on-line application, is the application to have a fee 

associated with its use for accessing public records, or is the application free for use 

by the public, businesses and other governmental agencies?  

 

As a result of the 2011 SRBG application discussions, GISW developed a subscription-

based WebGIS option which would allow the County to offer advanced sales information 

on a subscription basis to end users such as realtors, bankers, insurance and other 

business professionals. The County has not yet made a determination if they will select 

the subscription-based option but will do this during the Scope of Work development 

process with GISW. 

 

  If there is to be a fee, provide any statutory authorization for assessing the fee.  

The County has not yet made a determination if they will select the subscription-based 

option but will do this during the Scope of Work development process with GISW. Any 

fee will be consistent with other Nebraska Counties who are using a subscription-based 

format. 

  

14. If the grant application is for a Geographic Information System project, do you and 

the agency you represent agree to share the data collected in that project, without 

costs, with other interested government agencies in the State that may have a need 

for such data? 

Yes. 

 

 

  

NSRB-TAC - May 30, 2012 - Page 15



Responses are required to all questions in Parts I & II and all associated documents that may be requested must be included 

in this submission in order to be considered for funding. 

7 

 

Part II. Technical Information 
 

1. Describe the hardware, software, and communications needed for this project and 

explain why these choices were made. 

 

The construction of the Website is included in the fee with GIS Workshop. Cass County 

will purchase the additional years of maintenance fees.  These fees include unlimited 

maintenance, which will continue to keep this program current and to continue to be 

beneficial. 

 

Access to the data from the GIS program will be throughout the Internet. For persons that 

do not have Internet access, the Public Library supplies several computers for this service 

at no charge. 

 

Cass County believes that this program is necessary to keep the public up to date and 

informed and to increase efficiency across all departments. 

 

2. Address any technical issues with the proposed technology including: 

 

 Conformity with general accepted industry standards.  Projects which 

interface with other state systems (such as distance learning systems) must 

meet NITC technical standards and guidelines. (The NITC standards and 

guidelines are located at:  http://www.nitc.state.ne.us/standards/). 

 Compatibility with existing institutional and/or statewide infrastructure. 

 Reliability, security and scalability (future needs for growth or adaptation). 

 

The GIS will interface with the current Manatron/TerraScan (or any other CAMA 

provider selected in the future) database systems in use in Cass County today. 

The systems and data constructed for this project will meet all the applicable 

NITC and FGDC standards for GIS data and metadata.  The proposed software 

and data format technology is Esri-based. This is the industry standard GIS 

technology in Nebraska today. 

The GISW WebGIS interface is in use in numerous Nebraska counties with 

proven reliability.  Since it is based on Esri technology it is scalable and GISW 

continues to add features based on input from clients.  The WebGIS application 

also has security features for layers that contain sensitive information and for 

protecting features such as the Land Use Calculator Tool from unauthorized use.  
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3. Describe how the project will comply with the State’s Technology Access Clause:  
meet all applicable Nebraska Information Technology Commission Standards and 

Guidelines. Copies of the Standards are available at: 

http://www.nitc.state.ne.us/standards/index.html. under 2. Accessibility 

Architecture.  

The WebGIS for Cass County will be built and designed by GIS Workshop, with 

adherence to standards established by the State of Nebraska.  The digital map database 

has been developed using the Nebraska State Plane Coordinate System, NAD83 as per 

State/NITC guidelines. The system will comply with any other applicable NITC items.  

4. Agencies submitting grant applications for funding of a Geographic Information System 

(GIS) project must in addition to the standard grant application complete and submit the 

Supplemental Questionnaire for State Funded Entities on Land Record Information 

and Mapping-Related Grant Application found on the Boards website page “Grant 

Information” at www.staterecordsboard.ne.gov.  

The supplemental questionnaire has been completed and is attached to this application. 

 

5. Describe how technical support will be provided. 

Cass County will be responsible for sending data updates to GIS Workshop.  GIS 

Workshop will download a copy of the TerraScan CAMA data file every 24 hours to 

ensure that these data are up-to-date on the GIS Workshop server. GISW have dedicated 

technical support staff available at any time during business hours to service the County’s 

needs.  They will provide training, phone support and online support to help County staff 

quickly adapt to the new technology. 

 

Part III.  EXPECTATIONS 

 
It is the expectation of the Nebraska State Records Board that the grantee recognize the 

project as an ongoing effort to make public documents and or transactions more accessible.  

As this application relates to public documents the goal encompasses not only the 

availability of current documents as described in this application but the ongoing addition of 

new and updated documents in a timely manner.  This goal recognizes the public’s interest 

in not only historical information but the expectation that current data is obtainable.  The 

Nebraska State Records Board recognizes that this is a long term commitment on the part of 

the grantee and anticipates the continued financial support of the grantee to maintain these 

expectations. 

 

Part IV. STATE LAW COMPLIANCE 

   
Nebraska law, sections 4-108 through 4-114 state that no political subdivision of the State shall 

provide public benefits, to include grants or contracts, to a person not lawfully present in the 

United States. If this application is awarded in whole or in part, and during the time the grant is 

in effect, the undersigned, on behalf of the political subdivision grant applicant, by signing this 

grant application, affirmatively states and acknowledges that the political subdivision will 

comply with this law.  
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Nebraska State Records Board

440 S. 8th St. Suite 210, Lincoln, NE 68508 402-471-2745

John A. Gale, Chairman

APPLICATION FOR STATE RECORDS BOARD GRANT
TO IMPROVE ACCESS TO PUBLIC INFORMATION

1. Name of agency applying for grant - Scotts Bluff County Mapping Department

2. Grant amount requested $ 25,000

3. Title of project _$cotts Bluff County Web GIS Initiative

4, Brief description of project.' To develop internet GIS applications using ARCGIS Server

so/tware.

Resoonses are reouired to all a(9stilns in Parts I & II and dll associated documents that mav be rcauested must be included in this
submission in order to be considered for fundine.
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The Nebraska State Records Board is sponsoring a grant progftlm for Nebraska government
agencies for the development of progftrms and technology to improve electronic access to
Nebraska government information and services by citizens and businesses with emphasis on
web-enabled services. The State Records Board has set the maximum amount of any grant
awarded at $25,000.00 for this grant period. The grants may be used for the creation or
enhancement of electronic access and delivery of government services and information, but not
to fund ongoing operations. Nebraska govemment agencies wishing to apply for these grants
may want to frrst contact Nebraska.gov to establish feasibility and scope of the project.

NOTE: Loss of Funding. The NE State Records Board may be unable to award grant funds, in
whole or in part, in the event funding is no longer available.

Grant Criteria

Grant projects requesting funding must meet criteria #1-3.

l. Enhance the delivery of local government agency services and improve the public and
business access to those services with emphasis on web-enabled services.

2. Meet the all applicable Nebraska Information Technology Commission Standards and
Guidelines. State's technology access clause for providing equal access to services for persons
with disabilities. A copy of the technology access clause is available at:
http://www.nitc.state.ne.us/standards/index.html under 2. Accessibility Architecture.

3. If the project or service created or improved pursuant to the grant application involves the
licensing, permitting or regulation of businesses, then the project or service must allow
integration with the State of Nebraska's Business Portal at:
http://www.nebraska.gov/index.phtml?section:business, and the One-Stop Online Business
Registration System at:
http:/hwvw.nebraska.gov/osbr/cgi/domestic.cgi?/osbraapplication/init/init/None.

In addition, the following criteria will be considered when reviewing applications:

o Does the project enhance the delivery of stateilocal government agency services and improve
the public, government and business access to those services?

o Does the project enhance or create an online presence?
o Does the project span more than one office or agency?
o What is the size of the customer base for this service and the geographic impact?
o Is there financial and or in kind contribution from other partners?
o Is there documented community support for the project?

ResDonses are rcauhed to all a4lstions in Parts I & II and all associaled documcnts that mav be reouested must be included in this
submission in order to be considered for fundins.
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Part [. Grant Detail

Please describe the project in detail, to include your vision for the project (you may
attach additional pages if necessary).
Scotts Bluff County has a well developed GIS in place which was initiated in 1989, but the

fairly recent availability of software by ESRI (ARCGIS SERVER) makes it much more feasible
to create web services from GIS " Shapefiles " . We presently own licenses for Workstation ARC
INFO alongwith ARCGIS SERVER, which is a migrationfrom ARCIMS and has a more
robust set of tools for serving GIS data through the use of the Internet. Our vision is to
develop in-house, along with some assistance from a WEB development consultant, a variety
of web applications accessible to the public, which would include our cadastral map along
with the associated attributes and also to incorporate other availqble data such as soils and
land use maps, demographic data, hazardous use oreo designations and available imagery
acquired through our own efforts or freely avqilable imagery from government agencies such
as FSA. As more GIS resources become available we would incorporate them into our web
presence where appropriate for the use and benefit of the public.

Please describe who the beneficiary or recipient of this service will be.
The most obvious beneficiary would be the citizens of Scotts Bluff County. This is a tool that
has the potential to make open government much more of a reality. It provides the information
for people to make more informed decisions about how to apply geographically based
information to their everyday activities. It is also a tool to promote economic development,
decision making involving the location and availability of land suitable for a particular type of
business. Tourism promotion would also benefit by being able to showcase the area and its
attractions. Finally the internal use of easily accessible GIS data provides nearly all ffices of
county government and state agencies the ability to interact with one another.

Based upon your answer to question 2, what do you project the adoption rate to be in I
yearr 3 years and 5 years?
Initial development of a significant web presence could be accomplished in I year. This
would include availability of cadastral mapping, roods, school districts, commissioner
districts and voting districts. If presently available land use and soils maps created by other
agencies were used they could simply be incorporated along with maps such qs demographics.
If a higher level of sophistication is required such as polygon intersections and dissolving of
extraneous boundaries such as roads and other manmode features were required by the
Assessor's Office it may require 2 to 3 years and some outside consultant involvement to
accomplish the required editing andfinal product.

4. Timeline for implementation of the project (a specific completion date (MM/[YYY)
must be provided). Grant funds may lapse if not expended prior to completion date.
June 2013

1.

2.

3.
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Does the project require additional statutory authority (explain)?
No, but ultimate acceptance of the grant would need to be approved by our county
commissioners.

Specify (in detail) what the grant money will be used for. Include a complete cost
breakdown of the project. Please attach bids from vendors (if applicable) and describe
the relationship, if any, between a vendor and you or your agency. These documents are
mandatoryfor the application to be consideredforfunding.
We project to do the work in house with the monies used as follows:

$13,000 for hardware and software
$ 7,000 for a part-time employee dedicated to the web application work
$ 5,000 for in house web development

Collaboration. Please specify in detail any other public or private contributions for your
project (financial, labor, equipment etc.) from other sources. Identify contributors
and/or partners and specific dollar amounts.
We will not have financial contributions from other sources but we hqve collaborated in
the past with the local city governments of Scottsbluff, Tenytown and Gering. We also
collaborate with many of our internal departments to utilize GIS and can see the value of a
web presence to aid the deportments. See the attached letters from the dffirent departments.

Why is the grant money needed for the project and how will the service be sustained
once the grant money is expended? The GIS ffice presently has only rwo full time
employees and is not able to dedicate the time away from the scope of our primary job
requirements to give this the level of attention that it would require to be successful, nor are
we able to expand our budget to hire additional qualffied temporary employees to accomplish
the implementation of this project. Wen the funds are expended we anticipate that we could
at the very least justify hiring an additional part time or possibly full time employee to sustain
it.

9. Should available funding not allow the NSRB to grant the full amount requestedo but a
reduced amount, would this project still be financially feasible? Yes, it has been a project
that we have taken steps towards achieving, but will be a longer timeline to the completion.

10. Please describe how this project will enhance the delivery of on-line government agency
services and improve the public and/or business access to those services.
We presently have a well developed computer network and a competent IT department thqt
keeps the network current with available technolog,,. Infact, our county web site has received
awards for its outstanding content and usability. A tool lilce this will provide a graphic
interface that text only is dfficult to use to convey the many location related types of
information that county government must convey to its citizens. It's the old adage," A picture
is worth a thousand words".

ResDonses are reauired to all 849sti1ry in Parts I & II and all associaled documents that mav be reauested must be included in fhis
submission in order to be considered for fundins.

5.

6.

7.

8.
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11. Does the project involve the licensing, permitting or regulation of business?
If yes, explain how the project or service will allow integration with the State of
Nebraska's Business Portal, located at:
httn://www.nebraska.sov/index.phtml?section=business, and the One-Stop Online
Business registration system located at: https://rvww.nebraska.eov/osbr/index.cei
No

12. Community Support. Please include letters of support to document the public
expression that has caused you to implement this application. See attached letters.

13. If the grant is to create an on-line application, is the application to have a fee associated
with its use for accessing public records, or is the application free for use by the public,
businesses and other governmental agencies? Free to all.

If there is to be a fee, provide any statutory authorization for assessing the fee.

14. If the grant application is for a Geographic Information System project, do you and the
agency you represent agree to share the data collected in that project, without costs, with
other interested government agencies in the State that may have a need for such data?
Yes.

Part II. Technical Information

Describe the hardware, software, and communications needed for this project and
explain why these choices were made. We are presently using ESRI sofiware products and
have been since 1989. A variety of Windows based computers will be utilized and some
additional hardware will need to be purchased with the grant funds as well as additional
sofh,vare seats.

Address any technical issues with the proposed technology including:

o Conformity with general accepted industry standards. Projects which
interface with other state systems (such as distance learning systems) must meet
NITC technical standards and guidelines. (The NITC standards and guidelines
are located at: http://www.nitc.state.ne.us/standards/).

o Compatibility with existing institutional and/or statewide infrastructure.
o Reliabilityo security and scatability (future needs for growth or adaptation).
There are no known technical issues.

1.

2.
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3. Describe how the project will comply with the State's Technology Access Clause: meet
all applicable Nebraska Information Technology Commission Standards and Guidelines.
Copies of the Standards are available at: hftpl/nulrynrtc.state.ne.us/standards/index.html.
under 2. Accessibility Architecture. It will comply with the State's Technologt Access
Clause.

4. Agencies submiuing grant applications for funding of a Geographic Information System (GIS)
project must in addition to the standard grant application complete and submit the Supplemental
Questionnaire for State Funded Entilies on Land Record Information and Mapping-Related
Grant Application found on the Boards website page "Grant Information" at
www. staterecordsboard. ne. gov.

5. Describe how technical support will be provided. Software support is maintained with
ESRI on an annual basis, Web support will be with our in-house technical support.

Part III. EXPECTATIONS

It is the expectation of the Nebraska State Records Board that the grantee recognize the project as
an ongoing effort to make public documents and or transactions more accessible. As this
application relates to public documents the goal encompasses not only the availability of current
documents as described in this application but the ongoing addition of new and updated
documents in a timely manner. This goal recognizes the public's interest in not only historical
information but the expectation that current data is obtainable. The Nebraska State Records
Board recognizes that this is a long term commitment on the part of the grantee and anticipates
the continued financial support of the grantee to maintain these expectations.

Part IV. STATE LAW COMPLIANCE

Nebraska law, sections 4-108 through 4-lI4 state that no political subdivision of the State shall
provide public benefits, to include grants or contracts, to a person not lawfully present in the United
States. If this application is awarded in whole or in part, and during the time the grant is in effect, the
undersigned, on behalf of the political subdivision grant applicant, by signing this grant application,
affirmatively states and acknowledges that the political subdivision will comply with this law.
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Part V. CONTACT INFORMATION & SIGNATURE

Contact person, and title, for any questions regarding this application:

l'uatrt z- :<-hL
Printed Name

Phone# 308 436-6654

Physical Address: 785 Rundell Road

t* /-,/ry'c)

E-mail d stott@scottsbluffcou nty.o rg

Gering NE 69341

Scotts Bluff County Board
I, the Authorized Representative of of Coumissioners , certify to the Nebraska State

Records Board that the applicant/agency has the necessary authority to undertake the
proposed project, will comply with Affrrmative Action requirements and provide a drug free
workplace environment.

Signed this ottr day of April r z0_tz

Chai.rman of the Board

Please return completed application to:

Executive Director
Nebraska State Records Board
440 South 8th Street, Suite 210
Lincoln, t\l-E 6850&2294
(4O2') 471-2745
(402) 47r-24o6 (fax)

(Last updated 02/08/2012)

Responses are required to all qaestions in Parts I & II and all associoted documents thd mav be reouated must be induded
in this submissian in ordq to be considered for fundins.
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Supplemental Questionnaire for State Funded Entities on

Land Record Information and Mapping-Related Grant Applications
Numbers refer to specific NITC Land Record Information and Mapping Standards

For a complete lisling of these standards and guidelines please see:
http://nitc. ne braska.gov/sta nda rds/3-202. htm I

1.1 Datum. Local government multipurpose GIS/LIS (Geographic Information
System/Land Information System) and their associated geospatial data layers should
be based on the North American Datum (NAD) 83 and the North American Vertical
Datum (NAVD) 88. Any existing systems developed based on other datums should
consider conversion to these datum.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.
We have all of our data based on NAD 83 in the State Plane Coordinate Sysfem.

1.2 Proiection. The Nebraska Plane Coordinate System, NAD 83, should be used as
the primary map projection system for the recording of positions in local land-data
systems in Nebraska. Seleclion of any other projection should be done reluctantly
and only after most carefulconsideration. The plane coordinate values for a point on
the earth's surface may be expressed in either meters or feet.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.
aur data is in the NAD 83, Nebraska State Plane Coodinate Sysfem.

{.3 Geodetic Control. GIS/LIS systems developed with the goalof providing a
multipurpose cadastre for localgovemment use should be referenced to a local
geodetic reference framework that is properly connected to the National Spatial
Reference System (NSRS).

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.
Our control framework is built around approximately 150 GPS observations taken on
PISS corners and over the next year it our plan to GPS all available Section Corners
in the countv.

(fast updated 4t3Ot1O) I
1.4 Public Land Survey System Control.

1.4.1 PLSS Geodetic Framework. For all land in Nebraska that is subdivided
according to the Public Land Survey System (PLSS), the geodetic reference
framework for the cadastre should be the section corners of the PLSS for
each section.
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Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are
awarded a Nebraska State Records Board grant.
Our G/S is built on the PISS Geodetic Framewod<.

1.4.2 Locate. Monument. and GPS Primarv Comers. At a minimum, local
government entities developing a geospatial land information system should
initially invest in a precision Global Posilioning System (GPS) survey to
locate, re.monument as necessary, and obtain the geographic coordinates of
the major boundary defining corners that legally define the boundaries of
their county jurisdicfion(s). These precision GPS survey coordinates for the
boundary defining comers should be collected and integrated as framework
data into the land information system. This effort should be coordinated with
officials from the adjacent county(ies) to ensure agreement on the location of
the shared @rners.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are
awarded a Nebraska State Records Board grant.

Our office houses a GPS CORS station which r.s used fo posf
process our GPS observations. lf is planned ta observe all available
Secfibn Corners in the County using a dualfrequency GPS
receiver. As mentioned earlier, nearly 150 obseruations have
already been done which include all of fhe Secfrbn and Quarter
comers rn Scoffsbluff and Geing.

1.5 PLSS Base tUlap. Local governments considering the development of a multipurpose
GlS, should consult with the Nebraska State Surveyo/s Office to locate and access
the best available data on the Public Land Survey System (PLSS) fortheir
geographic area. To assist the State Surveyors Office in maintaining a repository of
the best available PLSS data, localgovemments participating in the Nebraska Land
Information System Program should share any enhanced PLSS data, fortheir
geographic area, with the State Surveyors Office so that it might be integrated into
the PLSS repository database.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

I am the County Surueyor for Scoffs Bluff County so I am in freguent
contact with the Sfafe Surueyors Office and have a good working
relationship with that office. We would make sure that all of the data is
provided to the Sfafe Surueyor.
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{.6 Ortho-base (AerialLayer} or Base Maps. Both a Public Land Survey System base
map and an orthophoto (surface features) base map should be used to provide the
geospatial reference framework upon which a localgovernment multipurpose land
information system is developed. Both base maps should be tied to the National
Spatial Reference System and have a level of spatial accuracy appropriate to the
range of applications planned for a given area.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

We presently have 6" ortho rectified aerial photography of the entire county
that was taken in 2008. We will periodically be aftempting to fund new
photography as development trends take place.

1.7 Map Scale and Spatial Accuracy.

1.7.1 Minimum HorizontalAccuracv Standard. Public entities developing a GIS/LIS
program should conduct data collection and development in a manner to
achieve at least the minimum level of horizontal spatial accuracy consistent
with the National Horizontal Map Accuracy Standards corresponding to a
1:12,000 (1"= 1,000') scale map (90% of the "welldefined" horizontal
locations must be within 133.3 ft. of their realworld location).

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are
awarded a Nebraska State Records Board grant.

Allof our presenf G/S data meets fhese standards.

1.8 Legal Lot and Parcel Layers. Two graphic data layers are necessary to provide the
foundation for a wide variety of local government GIS/LIS applications that involve
land subdivision and/or ownership.

a). The legal lot layer consisting of legal land subdivisions. These are aliquot
portions of the PLSS, filed subdivision plats and irregular tracts defined by filed
deeds.

b). The parcel layer that defines ownership tracts of land. These tracts may group
multiple legal lots into one taxable account and that typically represents the
boundaries of a landowne/s property. These data layers include locational
coordinates for points representing property corners, lines between property
corners representing property boundaries and closed polygons representing the
property area.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

We use coordinate geometry to enter new parcel data and assign unique
cadastral numbers to each parcel according to the Property Assessmenf
Division of the Depaftment of Revenue.
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1.9 Parcel ldentifters.

a). Each county/region should adopt a system of unique, permanent feature
identifiers (PlD) that provide the link between each graphic land ownership parcel
polygon and the attribute information (ownership, size, situs address, value, etc.)
related to that specific land ownership property parcel.

b). A county/region PID system must be designed in a manner such that a unique,
statewide PID can be defined and maintained for each property parcel by using
the county FIPS code (Federal Information Processing Standards Publications) as
a prefix to the county/region's PID system.

c). To maintain this unique one-to-one association between a specific property
parceland its related attribution information, new PlDs should be assigned
whenever a property parcel is altered by either splitting it into two or more parcels
or by combining two or more parcels to form a new parcel. The previous PlDs
should not be used for these new modified parcels, but the historical PID
associations should be maintained through a parenUchild PID reference table.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

We use a cadastral numbering format that was designated by the Property
Assessment Division to provide a unique parcel number, that number is
also maintained in the polygon attribute table that provides a unique 1 to1
assocrafion for each parcel.

1.10 Spatial Data Format. A broad range of state and regional applications require
property parcel information. Many of these applications require the combining of
data across jurisdictional boundaries. To facilitate these applications, the property
parcelspatial (graphic) data should be either maintained in a mannerthat allows it to
be readily integrated in a common geographic data format (i.e., shapefile) or be
capable of being exported into a common geographic data format (i.e., shapefile),
while including the parcel identifiers.

Please describe how you would comply with this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

We presently maintain most of our data in ARC lnfo Coverage format but
are converting it to Shapefiles and will subsequently utilize the geo-
database format developed by ESRI .

Data Sharing-Data Integration. A major focus of the State Records Board grant
program is enhancing access to public records. Not only the general public, but also
other public agencies benefit from facilitating access to public records. As noted in
the NITC standard above there are numerous applications forwhich substantial
benefits can be derived by integrating data across jurisdictional boundaries. Please
describe whether your agency would be willing to share periodic updates of GIS-
enabled property parcel data, such that other agencies might integrate that data into
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statewide or regional datasets to provide a resource for public agencies and the
generaf public and any restrictions that you anticipate might apply. (Note: this is not a
current NITC standard, but is an interest of the State Reoords Board)

Once fhe G/S data is placed in a WEB format it willbe accessible by
anyone, however we are more than willing to share our data with any other
govemmental agency in whatever format that is acceptable.

1.ti Metadata. Allgeospatial land record databases, and their associated attribute
databases should be documented with Federal Geographic Data Committee (FGDC)
compliant metadata outlining how the data was derived, attribute field definitions and
values, map projeclions, appropriate map scale, contact information, access and use
restrictions, etc.

Please describe how you would comply would this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

Presently we have not developed a program af developing the metadata
other than our own in house file system but would be willing to move
toward the development of the FGDC standad.

1.12 Attribute Data. To provide the foundation necessary for a wide variety of local
government applications, non-graphic, attribute data should be organized within the
GIS/LIS, which describes individual property parcels relative to their basic parcel
characteristics, tenure, value, history, buildings and units within the parcel, and tax
status. ln most cases, much of this attribute data will already exist in separate
databases within a variety of local agencies and should be tied to the graphic
property parcel via the unique PlD. To meet a range of state and regional
applications that require property parcel information, the following types of property
parcel data should be maintained (for every property parcel?) and (be) available in a
mannerthat allows it to be harvested, translated, and integrated into a statewide
property parcel attribute dataset.

PID#.,......... Parcel identifier (county FIPS code plus localgovernment PID)
Situs Address............... Address of parcel (may be multiple fields)
Owner Address............ Address of property owner (may be multiple fields)
Township .. Township #
Section....... Section #
Ran9e........ Range #
Range Direction........... East or West
Legal Description......... Narrative legal description of parcel
Assessed Va|ue........... Total assessed value of property (land and improvements)
Land Value Assessed value of land
Area (Deeded)..... .... .Area of parcel according to the deed
Property Class ............ (Res, Ag, Com, Rec., lnd.)
Property Sub-class .....i.e., Ag (Dryland, lnigated, Grassland/Pasture, Waste)
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Ownership type............Federal, State, County, Private, Tribal, Exempt, Other and Unknown
Tax District. County lD plus Tax Dist. #
School District State number definition
Landuse ... Actual landuse with NPAT defined general categories
Property Parcel Type. . NPAT defined categories
Status ...... (Vacant, lmproved or lmproved only) (NPAT defined)
Location ... (Urban, Sub-urban, Rural)(NPAT defined)
City Size ... 1"'class, 2no class, primary, metro, or village
Source Document........ Sales/transfer reference or document (book & page)
Recording Date............ Most recent sales/transfer date
Sales Value Most recent sales value

Please describe how you would comply would this standard if you are awarded a
Nebraska State Records Board grant.

Ihe Assessors office presently maintains a prope$ record database with
these aftibutes and that would be maintained.

Collaboration. ln most instances, the development of a local government GIS system
and the related geospatial data involves a fairly costly initial upfront investment. These
costs are frequently offset by the benefits gained through coordination and collaboration
that an integrated GIS can bring to local government and related public entities. For
example, with property parcel data and maps the County Register of Deeds, the County
Surveyor, and the County Assessor allfrequently maintain and make changes to aspects
of this data and the data is also commonly used by local public safety agencies, local
emergency responders, localtransportation agencies and state agencies such as the
Dept. of Revenue, Dept. of Roads, and Game and Parks Commission. Please describe
the level and nature of any multi-agency/department involvement in the planning and
proposed management of your proposed GIS system.

It has always been our policy to collaborate and encourage participation by any and all
county offices as wellas other localgovemment agencies. We have had a good working
relationship with the Scottsbluff and Gering GIS departments and well as State and
Federal agencies that we have involvement with.
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Suzanne Wick

From: Scott Blaha

Sent: Thursday, March 48,201212:35 PM

To: Suzanne \Mck Duane Stott

Subiect: GIS Department

To whom it may concern:

I have found the GIS Department to be of great help in criminal prosecutions. In
the last year or so, I have had several cases involving the disfribution of controlled
substances. Often, a key factor in these prosecutions is whether the drug purchase
occurred within 1000' of a school yard, playground, elementary school, or
university. If it did, we can"aggravate" or "enhance" the prosecution to a higher
felony and thus remove drug dealers from our County for longer periods of time.
The GIS Department has helped me demonstrate the relevant locations and
distances involved and, no doubt, strengthened my cases in the process.

There is one case in particular where the GIS Deparfinent helped me develop and
produce an exhibit for trial that was absolutely necessary for conviction. The case
was about a high-speed chase ("Flight to Avoid Arrest") where the defendant went
all over Scottsbluff, at incredibly dangerous speeds. GIS helped me put together a
huge map ofthe relevant parts of Scousbluff. The map included great detail. By
using the map during trial, the officer and I were able to clearly demonstrate the
precise route ffavelled by the defendant, the distances covered during the pursuit,
the estimated speeds involved, the exact number and type of raffic control devices
ignored by the defendant, and the different types of roadways used during the
pursuit (residential, one-lane, two-lane, alleyways, etc.). I believe that the exhibit
had a huge impact on the jury and led to the guilty verdict. That defendant was
sentenced to 20 - 60 months in prison.

Having local experts in the GIS Departrnent near the courthouse who are ready,
willing, and able to assist in criminal prosecutions is a tremendous asset. One that
I would hate to lose.

Please don't hesitate to contact me with any questions or to pass this email along as
you think necessary.

Thank You,

Scott Blaha
Deputy County Attomey
Scotts Bluff County
3rd Floor Courthouse
1725 70th Street
Gering NE 69341

Offrce Q08) 436-6674
Fax (308) 436-5496
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From: Bill Wineman
Sent: Monday, March 12,20121:47 PM
To: SBC_Commissioners
Cc: Suzanne Wick; Duane Stott
Subject: GISAvlapping
Commissioners,

It has come to our attention that mapping and GIS services will be discussed at the March 19

Commissioner's meeting. I would offer the following comments for consideration:

The current mapping and GIS department can produce detailed maps relating to any type of
emergency response activity we or other agencies may be asked to respond to.
Duane and staff represent the Health Department on all GIS calls and projects with State
Agencies making it possible for us to provide needed information or complete these activities
without needing to develop ARC INFO or other GIS skills for Health Department staff.
They keep current lists and locations of all medical ,care facilities and other agencies that we
would need to locate and work with in disaster situations .

The current department is available 24/7 f or immediate action on mapping activities that might
be needed for response activities.
They can help track disease outbreaks like West Nile Virus or H1N1 flu activity by developing
location maps when the need arises.

I have found both Duane and Suzie to be excellent assets in all phases of mapping or GIS related
questions or activities. They have also been very cooperative in assisting with any requests our
department has made in these areas.

I have seen some of the products that can be made available through contacted mapping services and
they appear to offer many valuable features that would make mapping and GIS information more
available to the public. The Kimball County web site has good mapping information and would appear to
be a good addition for public use of mapping data for our county. lt is my understanding that the
company that provides Kimball's service will be discussing their services with the Board on the 19th.

Perhaps we could consider developing or purchasing this type of application or service form a vender
while maintaining the County's department to assure we have a process to keep the data current and
have access to the staff's valuable knowledge and services for emergency response and planning
activities. lt is my experience that it is not always possible, convenient or timely to have out of area
contractors develop maps or find locations, etc. when a disaster has occurred and responders need
immediate information or services.

Thank you for your consideration of these issues as we discuss the future of mapping and GIS services
for Scotts Bluff County.

BillWineman
Scotts Bluff County Health Department

z.

3.

4.

5.

NSRB-TAC - May 30, 2012 - Page 630



Commissioners -

The Building & Zoning Office works with the Mapping/GlS Office nearly on a daily basis. All new homes

and businesses located in the rural areas of the county need to have an address assigned to those

structures before we can even issue a building permit.

The search for an exact acreage of a parcel or the ownership of a parcel frequently is necessitated and

Duane & Suzie have always been very helpful whenever their assistance was requested.

I believe it would be an impairment to my office and many others if the GIS duties were outsourced to a
firm that is not familiar with Scotts Bluff County geographically or familiar with the working relationships

that have been built through the past 20 years since the GIS/Mapping Office was established.

I deal with state and other organizations from back east in Lincoln and Omaha, and it is often times a

burdensome task to coordinate through correspondence via phone, email, et al.

Please accept this letter as a request to maintain the services of our LOCAL GIS office.

William C. Mabin
Scotts Bluff County
Building & Zoning
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From: Jeff Schledewitz
Sent: Monday, March 12,2012 1 1:32 AM
To: Suzanne Wick
Subject: GIS Department
Scotts Bluff County Commissioners,

It has been brought to my attention there is possibility of losing our GIS Department. This letter is to
inform you of the importance in keeping this valuable Department in Scotts Bluff County.

Scotts Bluff County Weed Control Authority uses this valuable service on daily basis throughout the
noxious weed season. lt is essentialto get up to date information on landowners address,
legal descriptions and proper maps of the properties in question. Duane Stott along with Suzie Wick
have been able to provide this valuable information in a timely manner.
I would question the service that a GIS Company out of Lincoln Nebraska could provide to a small
Department like Weed Control in Western Nebraska?

I would ask you to consider all Departments in Scotts Bluff County big or small and weigh there actual
needs and not let one or two Department sway your decision in keeping this valuable in house service.

Thank you for your consideration.
Jeff Schledewitz
Scotts Bluff County Weed Control Superintendent
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From: RobertBennett
Sent: Thursday, March 08,2012 3:41 PM
To: Mark Masterton; Mike Marker; Ken Meyer; Sherry Blaha
Cc: Suzanne Wick
Subject: Surveyor
Dear Commissioners, The GIS Dept. has been helpfulto us by beginning our sign inventory program and in the future have
offered to assist in our retroreflectivity survey, they also have worked out all of our culvert and bridge coordinates. Since they
have moved to our building I have only a few steps to take for any answers I might need. Public traffic has increased quite a bit
so I realize now just how much the public utilizes this department. l'm wondering what kind of advantage the public will see if
they have to call Lincoln or wait on an email for any questions or answers they may be seeking. I think most people would
rather deal with someone face to face instead of explaining their questions to someone on the phone or in an email. Duane
probably knows every inch of this County and can picture the areas people are talking about. I know Duane is contemplating
retirement soon and I don't know what the plan is after his departure. The following is my bias toward Suzie Wick, as you know
she was working at the Road Dept when I was appointed. Her attitude and intelligence are highly commendable. Duane
recognized that and hired her away from us (still mad at him for that) but it was for her betterment. She would never tell you this
but I know she has been taking classes online with the Universig \Afo for a couple of years on her own dime to further educate
herself in this field, she says she knows the budget wouldn't allow for it. She won't ask for reimbursement but I will, would it be
possible to increase Duane's budget next fiscal year to cover her expenses? Not many employees would go to that extent to
increase their knowledge to serve the public. I hope her position isn't eliminated but if it is I would like to make a position for
her. Please consider this new proposal very carefully, I hope this department stays.

Robert Bennett
Scotts Bluff County
Director, Public Works
Phone (308) 436€700
Fax (3oB) 436S708
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Scotts Bluff County Surveyor & Mapplng Department

In support of: 6tS Department/Duane stott, County Surveyor

785 Rundell Road

Gering NE 69341

To Whom lt May Concern:

My name is Robert M.Smith. I am employed by Platte Valley Bank as a CollateralSpecialist

and also manage 25,000 acres for a local conservation organization.

Mr. Stott Informed me that the Scotts Bluff County GIS and Mapping Department is applying

for a grant to improve the access and upgrade the services that the surveyor's office furnishes

to the general public. The new technology of the GIS system will be a valuable asset for my
property valuation position at the bank, will benefit the conservation Broup and enhance the
potentlel property acqulsitions that the group may consider in the future.

I have had the pleasure of worklng wlth Duane for many years and have always admired his

professional dedlcatlon as well as his attention to detail and overall accuracy. To invest in

thls system will not only enhance and compliment Duane and hls department but also the
con$tituents of Scotts Bluff County.

Robert M. Smith

Collateral Speclallst

Platte Valley Companies

o4/04/20L2 WED 14:40 [rXZnX N0 7357) @OOr
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TITLE SERVICES. LLC
A Srality Product in o Timely lafanner

l72OZ"d Ave. - P.O. Box 92
Scottsbtuff, I\E 69363{rc92

Ph: 30E.635.13fi) - Fax: 3m.635.19m
Cheryl@fersusontitle.com

Apil 4,2012

To Whom It May Concern:

For many years, the Scotts Bluff County GIS Mapping Department has been a
superior resource of information for many businesses and citizens. The department has
been very progressive with technology which allows abstracters and many other
professionals to obtain credible mapping information to aide in our work.

Mr. Duane Stott, Surveyor on staff, is a great compliment to this department. His
many years of experience have been very helpful to my business. Scotts BluffCounty is
fortunate to have a sophisticated Mapping Department to provide quality information
here in Western Nebraska.

My business along with many others in the community would highly support a
web presence for the data to become more available to all.

Sincerely,
FERGUSON TITLE SERVICES. LLC

Ctry{"I^n"rrT)
Cheryl Ferfuson V
Abstracter/Title Agent
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