

Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer, Geographic Information Technology Committee
Thursday, January 11, 2018
1:00 PM to 3:30 PM
1500 Jefferson Street SE, Rm 2332
Olympia, Washington



[image: ]

[bookmark: _GoBack]Geospatial Portal & WAMAS Steering Committees (Monthly)	Minutes

	Item
	Topics
	Time 
	Lead
	Action/Follow-up

	
	GPSC Welcome, introductions, assign recorder, adjust agenda
	1:00 PM
(5 min)
	Tim Minter, Chair

	

	Management & Data

	1
	· RCW 58.20 Washington Coordinate System proposed changes – Draft bill discussion
· Geospatial Portal Next Steps – open planning discussion
· ArcGIS Enterprise Implementation – Technical Workgroup status (nee “Portal for ArcGIS”)
· WAURISA Conference – Call for Presentations – May 2018
	1:05 PM
30m
15m
8m

2m
	Pat Beehler, State Surveyor, WA-DNR
All
Joanne Markert

Joanne Markert
	


	Infrastructure & Software

	
	· Hosting status
· WaTech update
	10m
5m
	Joanne
Bill Moneer

	

	Applications

	
	WAMAS Welcome, introductions, assign recorder, adjust agenda
	2:15 PM
(5 min)
	Joanne Markert
Winston McKenna
	

	
	WAMAS
· Increasing Users
1. Administrative Office of Courts – review questions
2. Secretary of State – re-districting project
3. Ecology – new users for Excel Add-in
Are there any changes needed to support this increase of users?
· Migration Planning
1. Private Cloud vs DSHS
2. Workflow Improvements?
· Grant Opportunity with NG911
· Data
1. Streetmap Premium
2. Changes to Pierce County roads (KPN and FI suffixes)
3. NG911 extract - is it getting closer to something we can use?
4. Status of MAF build
· ArcGIS Enterprise Implementation – Technical Workgroup status (nee “Portal for ArcGIS”)
	2:20 PM

	
Joanne / All





Joanne / All


Joanne
Joanne / All






David Wright

Joanne
	

	
	Closing Comments, adjournment
· Next Meeting – February 8, 2018 – 2nd Thursday of each month
	3:25 PM
(5 min)
	

	



Notes
GPSC Welcome, introductions, assign recorder, adjust agenda
· Recorder:  Joanne, Tim
Management & Data
· RCW 58.20 Washington Coordinate System proposed changes – Draft bill discussion
· Pat Beehler delivered a presentation and discussed the benefits and need for an updated spatial reference system.


· Prior to the meeting, Pat provided this draft bill proposal.


· Pat indicated that the steps to completion are:
· Amend chapter 58.20 RCW.  New language refers to National Geodetic Survey (NGS) so new iterations do not require a change to RCW.
· Educate surveyors and GIS professionals
· Promote the use of “One Zone” for GIS.  This will require reprojection or other data and/or system configuration changes.
· Questions
· What do we need to do?  
· Brief our agency legislative liaisons.  Ed Orcutt is bringing the proposed changes to the Washington State Legislature House Agriculture & Natural Resources Committee.  http://leg.wa.gov/House/Committees/AGNR/Pages/MembersStaff.aspx 
· Alan Smith proposed a workgroup to develop a projection definition that we can all use.  Pat indicated that NGS has developed these tools.  
· When do we need to do it?
· Date – 2022 not yet established.
· General Discussion
· Pat noted that the change would result in larger coordinate values.  David Wright indicated that that may pose a technical problem, and after a quick review determined that it would likely not be a problem.  The coordinate values are described in the bill.
· Consider values stored in a database, not GIS per se, but used for mapping and may be stored in older stateplane coordinate format
· Work with Esri to review the datum transformations and confirm it is converting correctly for the new Datum 2022
· Full implementation in 2022
· Question:  How often will the epochs change?  Need to follow-up on this question
· Standards from OCIO will need to be updated to reflect changes when voted into law
· Promote use of “One Zone” for GIS – implement within Geospatial Portal?  Topic for a future GPSC Meeting.
· Law-to-Policy implications
· https://ocio.wa.gov/policy/16101-geodetic-control-data-standard
· https://ocio.wa.gov/policy/16106-web-mapping-services-publication-standard 
· Additional Information:  XYHT Magazine, December 2017 Issue  http://www.xyht.com/magazine/xyht-magazine-december-2017-issue/
· Geospatial Portal Next Steps – open planning discussion
· Open Data tagging – need standard tags.  It’s an issue right now that makes it difficult for aggregators to categorize and present logically.  Tagging will be discussed in the scheduled follow-up Open Data workgroup meeting – “Open Data Check-in” Wednesday, January 17, 2018.
· Joanne provided an update – Imagery available to funding state agencies is being migrated to the WaTech private cloud environment.  Publicly available will be migrated next –expect week of Jan 15th to start.  Public imagery will be shared via the open data site and tagged as imagery..  The team needs to establish a server, migrate the data and services, and share to the open data group.  HTTPS has been enabled in the new environment.  Timeline for testing is end of January, beginning of February before cutover to new servers
· Expect to use certificates and DNS changes to make the switch.  Service Notification will be sent out.
· Agencies requested that the imagery be available via HTTPS and HTTP.  Joanne will check on this and follow-up.
· Joanne noted that more than one imagery service refers to the same source data.  It looks like we changed names, but we didn’t retire the old one.  Which one is it?  The group discussed and determined that the service with “color” in its URL will be retired.
· George Alvarado – need to communicate the availability of geo.wa.gov to data consumers.  Joanne noted that the upcoming WAURISA conference could be an opportunity to do that.  Also, StateScoop and WaTech communications folks may provide opportunities.  Alan Smith has DOT staff who can help with presentation graphics.  Tim Minter noted that there is a Washington State Tableau user group to whom we could reach out.  Alan suggested that we consider fixing the tags and tuning up the site before promoting to data consumers.  Alan also noted that – Eric Hagenlock (who had to leave the meeting early) is in contact with counties, and may be able to use his connections to communicate as well.
· ArcGIS Enterprise Implementation – Technical Workgroup status (nee “Portal for ArcGIS”)
· Joanne has scheduled “Portal implementation workgroup” sessions with participants.  David Wright expressed satisfaction with Esri’s recent licensing level revisions.
· WAURISA Conference – Call for Presentations – May 2018.  Topics?
· Open Data
· Imagery program
· General Discussion
· Alan Smith asked if anyone is being successful with Insights for ArcGIS.  Winston McKenna said that L&I is having success.  Someone in the room noted that DFW is having success as well.  
· Joanne noted that several ideas for technical workgroups have been submitted.  After the “ArcGIS Enterprise Implementation” workgroup is wrapped up, we can prioritize this list for additional workgroups.  Send other ideas to Joanne for consideration.
· Accessibility
· Managing Data/ Strategies with the new technologies
· Monitoring of Services
· License optimization techniques
· Open GIS technology
· Christina noted that Ecology is serving parcels and Urban Growth Area data for download.  They are planning to retire activity and transfer responsibility to OCIO and retire the services from the Ecology website.  Rich Kim is acquiring new parcels data now.  Christina or Rich could provide a status update at the February GPSC meeting.  David Wright noted that DOR is doing a normalization process as well.  Joanne asked if there is opportunity for Ecology to take an annual cut of DOR’s parcels product and use it in their business processes in order to reduce duplication of effort.  Discussion ensued.  
Infrastructure & Software
· Hosting status
· No discussion
· WaTech update
· Bill Moneer said that his team is waiting for Joanne to migrate off of the servers that they support.  Bill noted that he will bill Joanne this month for the last 7 months for the servers.  Joanne and Bill agreed to discuss further outside of the meeting.
Applications - WAMAS
· Increasing Users
· Administrative Office of Courts – review questions
· Devs have provided feedback
· Secretary of State – re-districting project (want a ballot to go to every registered voter and assure each knows where their polling place is and can update their registration online).
· Had issued RFP requesting a vendor develop geocoding services for them.
· David W:  ~6 years ago, had a GIS team, got released.  
· They expect to use WAMAS for geocoding services.
· Ecology – new users for Excel Add-in
· Craig – need to review the VB.Net code and update for modern systems.
· Christina – when there is a production environment, should reach out to everyone who is being charged and let them know it’s available.
Are there any changes needed to support this increase of users?

· Migration Planning
· Private Cloud vs DSHS
· Not enough funding for the DSHS proposal.  Private cloud work with Chris Marsh is going very well.  Using imagery as the test case for private cloud.  David Wright – what is cost differential between PC and DSHS?  $15k if we get rid of 1 StreetMap Premium license. $4.5 K is we get rid of 1 FME license.  We currently have 2 of each.  May have federal grant funding opportunity from NG911.  JM – would it be worth while to spin up a VM for testing?  
· David W – PC vs. VMs not essentially different.  Only difference is that we have no visibility into resource allocation.  WAMAS developers could have access to PC to manage their own VMs.  Less of a challenge to do work.  More self-serve.  Still have F5 firewall challenges.  Plan that Joanne is looking at for the PC includes support and Disaster Recovery (DR).  
· Christina K – who’s the application administrator for ArcGIS Server site?  Joanne & Chris Marsh.
· Workflow Improvements?
· First step is to test the private cloud for WAMAS.  Targeting first part of February to get a test server up for ArcGIS Server.  FME and SQL would be next.
· Need to review Excel Add-in – doesn’t work with newer version of Excel

· Grant Opportunity with NG911
· Joanne is pursuing with NG911 office at Camp Murrary
· Data
· Streetmap Premium
· Goal is to try to get rid of both licenses.  DW – were tying into street and zip code geocoding.
· DOR is looking at generating a ZIP Code layer.  Based on points generated for sales tax.  DOR – update quarterly.  USPS releases updates Monthly.  Might be opportunity for OFM, DOH to provide SADE data using the DOR ZIP Code boundaries.
· Decision needs to be made about StreetMap Premium license that DSHS is using.  Steve, George, and Joanne will discuss.
· Changes to Pierce County roads (KPN and FI suffixes)
· Funky address elements are coming off within one year due to NG911 requirements.
· NG911 extract - is it getting closer to something we can use?
· Yes, but is still not everything needed to use instead of Streetmap
· Status of MAF build
· Another deliverable end of February.  Holiday build ran into performance issues with deduplication.  Going to just run unique records - ~4.5m records.  Build6 when released.  Build9 internally.  Currently some issues in Benton County, town of Prosser.
· Craig found error in StreetMap Premium that puts an address in the wrong Legislative district.  Ran a test and put the MAF before StreetMap Premium and it came out right.  Recommendation is to go ahead and re-order the geocoding services.  DSHS is not currently using MAF.  WAMAS can shift without impacting DSHS.
· ArcGIS Enterprise Implementation – Technical Workgroup status (nee “Portal for ArcGIS”)
· Quick review.
Closing Comments, adjournment
· Next Meeting – February 8, 2018 – 2nd Thursday of each month
Action Items
· Tim will add ECY Parcels data update status to the February meeting
GPSC Participants
Agency Codes and Authorized Abbreviations | participating in today’s meeting – Tom Shindler
	Org
	Representative
	Also participating
	Org
	Representative
	Also participating

	DNR
	Brad Montgomery
	Betty Austin, Terry Curtis, Abby Gleason, Jeffrey Holden, Caleb Maki, Pat Beehler
	COM
	Allan Johnson
	

	DFW
	Brian Fairley
	Randy Kreuziger, Chris Marsh
	PARKS
	Brian Hall
	

	DOT
	Alan Smith
	Tess Starr, Jordyn Mitchell, Julie Jackson, Eric Jackson
	DOL
	Tom Williams
	Beth Plunkett

	ECY
	Christina Kellum
	Rich Kim
	RCFB
	Greg Tudor
	

	DSHS
	Tim Minter
	George Alvarado, Steve Leibenguth
	TSC
	
	

	DOR
	David Wright
	Austin Hildreth
	JLS
	Brad Ellis
	

	DOH
	Craig Erickson
	Scott Kellogg
	CRAB
	Eric Hagenlock
	

	L&I
	Winston McKenna
	Bryan Huebner
	DAHP
	Morgan McLemore
	

	WSP
	Louis Hurst
	
	UTC
	Brian Gillespie
	Rey Dejos

	DES
	
	
	PSP
	Greg Tudor
	

	OFM
	Mike Mohrman or Tom Kimpel
	Laurie Wood
	SCC
	Brian Cochrane
	

	LCB
	Kevin Duffy
	
	WSRB
	Chris Jansen
	

	AGR
	Perry Beale
	
	LEAP
	Curtis Gilbertson
	

	SPI
	Cathy Walker
	
	OCIO
	Joanne Markert
	Jenny Konwinski, Will Saunders

	MIL
	Rick Geittmann
	Jonathan Cochran, Matt Modarelli, Albert Cisse, Dan Miller
	WaTech
	Bill Moneer
	




WAMAS Meeting Participants
Winston McKenna, Christina Kellum, David Wright, Craig Erickson, George Alvarado, Steve Leibenguth, Jenny Konwinski, Tim Minter, Joanne Markert, Greg Tudor, Dan Miller, Tom Kimpel, Tom Shindler
	Org
	Representative
	Also participating
	Org
	Representative
	Also participating

	OCIO
	Joanne Markert
	Jenny Konwinski
	WaTech
	Bill Moneer
	

	DSHS
	Steve Leibenguth
	Tim Minter, George Alvarado
	DOR
	David Wright
	 

	LNI
	Winston McKenna
	Bryan Huebner
	
	
	


 
References
Geospatial Portal
· December 2017 meeting minutes
· Geospatial Portal – Shared GIS Infrastructure
· Geospatial Portal Technical Resources > Portal Operations – Roles & Responsibilities
· Geospatial Portal Steering Committee
· Geographic Information Technology Committee
· Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer
Washington Master Addressing Services
· Washington Master Addressing Services (WAMAS)
· Training Guide
· Technical Support
· Technical Documentation and Flyers
· Accessing WAMAS Services
· Master Addressing Steering Committee (WAMAS)
Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer Policies
· All  |  Geospatial  |  Open Data  |  Security
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RCW 58.20.
CHANGE IS  COMING

PATRICK J. BEEHLER,  PLS, CFedS

CHIEF SURVEYOR

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

(360) 902-1181

PAT.BEEHLER@DNR.WA.GOV







NATRF and  PATRF 2022
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Meades Ranch, Kansas

(NAD 27 origin and formerly, U.S Datum of 1901 )
 Photo courtesy of Perri Lynch







4







NGS = Lead Agency

10-year Plan to improve positioning to ±10 mm, both H + V.



NSRS National Spatial Reference System. Unifies location datum throughout CONUS & U.S. Territories as much as possible



NGS Opus, Opus RS & Opus Projects
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ITRF / IGS

International Terrestrial Reference Frame

Earth Rotation Service IERS (Paris)

International GNSS Service

NAD’83 changes with respect to ITRF.

WGS 84 (GPS datum) follows IGS.







VLBI Station, Brewster, WA







Note about current practice

NAD’83/NSRS 2011 (Epoch 2010) – used by most current sources.  



OPUS solutions in IGS 2008 (Satellite positioning version of ITRF), transformed to NAD’83/NSRS 2011.





NEW DATUM COMING

https://geodesy.noaa.gov/datums/newdatums/ This website is a good starting point for the newest information.  



Horizontal Component: NATRF 2022

North American Terrestrial Reference Frame



Vertical component: NAPGD 2022 

North American Pacific Geopotential Datum







NGS Website for the New Datums

https://geodesy.noaa.gov/datums/newdatums/





REASONS FOR CHANGE



2.2











NEW NSRS Datum(s) tied to tectonic plates and
plate-fixed as much as possible 







NEW NSRS Datum(s) tied to tectonic plates and
plate-fixed 
as much 
as possible.
NATRF
PATRF
CATRF
MTRF 







Epoch reference and date will now be required in data & products, especially near plate boundaries. 

Metadata becomes very important.





Good practice with NAD 83/2011:

1.  Localize to an appropriate local datum, such as a City network + BM.



2.  Tie to NA 2011 (epoch 2010) using GNSS and Geoid 12B.



3. Boundary surveys and GIS parcels are monument-based.





Good practice with NATRF 2022

1. Localize to an appropriate local datum, such as a City network + BM.



2. Tie to NATRF 2022 and current epoch. Include time stamp to indicate the project realization date. Time-dependent vectors will allow translation to different epochs.



4. Boundary surveys and GIS parcels are still monument based





FAQ

1. Are we converting to a purely ‘dynamic’ datum (all positions are current to CORS and ITRF at the current date)?



No.  The decision has been made to retain fixed epoch publication dates. Deference to users.





FAQ

2. Is North America going to the IGS 2008 datum (which is close to WGS)?



No.  The decision has been made to retain plate-fixed reference datums





What should we be doing to get ready?

 1.  Keepers of local passive* monument control send updates to CORS and NA 2011 NSRS.  New observation campaigns where possible.

Keepers of regional RTK networks, bring them into CORS agreement.

Bluebook both when possible. 

GNSS on BMs.



*Mons without CORS or RTN mounted.





NGS Software Utilities

OPUS

OPUS PROJECTS (New version will assist in Bluebooking*).

GEOCON or similar most accurate if converting from NA2011, not older.



*Bluebooking refers to observation standards and formatting suitable for inclusion in NSRS database.





What else needs to be done?

Revise and up date RCW 58.20 the Washington Coordinate System law.



Educate Professional Land Surveyors and GIS Professionals about the change in the coordinate system.



Promote the use of the new statewide “One Zone” for GIS.
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Monument on top of Mt. Adams









The end

Questions?
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Geodetic System Z-0701.2.pdf
BILL REQUEST - CODE REVISER"S OFFICE

BILL REQ. #: Z-0701.2/18 2nd draft
ATTY/TYPIST: RB:amh

BRIEF DESCRIPTION: Concerning the Washington plane coordinate
system.
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AN ACT Relating to the Washington plane coordinate system;
amending RCW 58.20.110, 58.20.120, 58.20.130, 58.20.140, 58.20.150,
58.20.160, 58.20.170, 58.20.180, 58.20.190, 58.20.200, 58.20.210, and
58.20.220; and adding a new section to chapter 58.20 RCW.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:

Sec. 1. RCW 58.20.110 and 1989 c 54 s 9 are each amended to read
as follows:

Unless the context clearly requires otherwise, the definitions in
this section apply throughout RCW 58.20.110 through 58.20.220 and
58.20.901:

(1) "((Committee)) NSRS means the ((#nteragencyFederal-geodetic
control—committee—oF —t#ts—sucecessor)) national spatial reference
system or its successor;

2 ((!GRS_—8Q2—4%eans_—the_~geedet1{+—FefeFeneeh—systeﬁk—ef——EQSQLﬂas

(3)—National—geodetic—survey~)) "NGS" means the national ocean

service®"s national geodetic survey of the national oceanic and
atmospheric administration, United States department of commerce, or
Its successor;

Code Rev/RB:amh 1 Z-0701.2/18 2nd draft
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commereces
G)>—)) (3) "WPCS™ means the Washington plane coordinate system

((ef—1983“—means)), the system of plane coordinates under this
chapter ((based—on—the North—Amertcan—datum—oF-1983)) as determined
by the ((natrenal—geodetie—survey—ofFthe UnttedStates departrent—of
commeree)) NGS.

(4) "Metadata™ means data that describes other data. For the
purposes of this chapter, metadata means geodetic reference system
utilized, applicable epoch, and date of observation at a minimum.
Additional metadata is encouraged if it adds value.

Sec. 2. RCW 58.20.120 and 1989 c 54 s 10 are each amended to
read as follows:

orby—For—purpeses—ofreference—after Junre—30.—19906-)) The most
system of plane coordinates, which has been established by NGS, based
on the NSRS, and known as the WPCS, for defining and stating the
positions or locations of points on the surface of the earth within
the state of Washington shall be known as the "Washington plane
coordinate system."

recent

Sec. 3. RCW 58.20.130 and 1989 c 54 s 11 are each amended to
read as follows:

The system of plane coordinates which has been established by
((the—national—geodetic—survey)) NGS for defining and stating the
positions or locations of points on the surface of the earth within
the state of Washington 1is designated as the ™"Washington plane
coordinate system ((ef1983))."

For the purposes of this system the state is divided into a
"north zone" and a "south zone,'” along with a statewide ''Washington

Lambert zone."
Code Rev/RB:amh 2 Z-0701.2/18 2nd draft
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The area now included in the following counties shall constitute
the north zone: Chelan, Clallam, Douglas, Ferry, Island, Jefferson,
King, Kitsap, Lincoln, Okanogan, Pend Oreille, San Juan, Skagit,
Snohomish, Spokane, Stevens, Whatcom, and that part of Grant lying
north of parallel 47° 30" north latitude.

The area now included in the following counties shall constitute
the south zone: Adams, Asotin, Benton, Clark, Columbia, Cowlitz,
Franklin, Garfield, that part of Grant lying south of parallel 47°
30" north latitude, Grays Harbor, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lewis, Mason,
Pacific, Pierce, Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum, Walla Walla, Whitman
and Yakima.

Sec. 4. RCW 58.20.140 and 1989 c 54 s 12 are each amended to
read as follows:

As established for use in the north zone, the Washington plane
coordinate system ((e¥—1983)) shall be named, and in any Iland
description in which it 1is used it shall be designated, the
"Washington plane coordinate system ((ef-1983)), north zone."

As established for use in the south zone, the Washington plane
coordinate system ((e¥—1983)) shall be named, and in any Iland
description in which it 1is used it shall be designated, the
"Washington plane coordinate system ((ef—1983)), south =zone."™ As
established for use in the statewide Washington Lambert zone, the
Washington plane coordinate system shall be named, and in any land
description in which it is used shall be designated, the ''Washington
plane coordinate system statewide Washington Lambert zone."

Sec. 5. RCW 58.20.150 and 1989 c 54 s 13 are each amended to
read as follows:

((“N"—and—E"—shall—be—used—in—-tabelHng—ecoordinates—ofa—point-on
I e . w i I - " - .

accepteds—oF—adjusted—by—thesurvey-)) (1) The plane coordinates of a
point on the earth®"s surface, to be used iIn _expressing the position
or location of the point in the appropriate zone of the WPCS, shall

Code Rev/RB:amh 3 Z-0701.2/18 2nd draft
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consist of two distances, expressed in feet and decimals of a foot or
meters and decimals of a meter, along with the metadata of the
observation. One of these distances, to be known as the "East x-
coordinate," shall give the distance east of the Y axis; the other,
to be known as the "North y-coordinate,”™ shall give the distance
north of the X axis. The Y axis of any zone shall be parallel with
the central meridian of that zone. The X axis of any zone shall be at
right angles to the central meridian of that zone.

(2) Height is the coordinate value of the vertical elements of
the NSRS expressed as feet or meters, and identified as ellipsoid
heights or orthometric heights.

Sec. 6. RCW 58.20.160 and 1989 c 54 s 14 are each amended to
read as follows:

When any tract of land to be defined by a single description
extends from one into the other of the north or south coordinate
zones under RCW 58.20.130, the positions of all points on its
boundaries may be referred to either of the zones (north or south),
the zone which is used being specifically named in the description
along with the metadata of the observations.

Sec. 7. RCW 58.20.170 and 1989 c 54 s 15 are each amended to
read as follows:

The official geodetic datums to which geodetic coordinates,
including, but not limited to, latitude, longitude, ellipsoid height,
orthometric height, or dynamic height, are referenced within the
state of Washington shall be as defined for the NSRS.

For purposes of more precisely defining the Washington plane
coordinate system ((e¥/—1983)), the following definition by the
national geodetic survey is adopted:

The Washington plane coordinate system ((ef—1983)), north zone,
iIs a Lambert conformal conic projection ((ef—the GRS 80—spheroid)),
having standard parallels at north latitudes 47° 30" and 48° 44°¢,
along which parallels the scale shall be exact. The origin of
coordinates is at the intersection of the meridian 120° 50 west of
Greenwich and the parallel 47° 00" north latitude. This origin is
given the coordinates: E = ((5665000)) 600,000 meters and N = ((8))
100,000 meters.

The Washington coordinate system ((ef—1983)), south zone, is a

Lambert conformal conic projection ((ef—the-GRS80-spheroid)), having
Code Rev/RB:amh 4 Z-0701.2/18 2nd draft
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standard parallels at north latitudes 45° 50 and 47° 20", along
which parallels the scale shall be exact. The origin of coordinates
iIs at the iIntersection of the meridian 120° 30" west of Greenwich and
the parallel 45° 20" north Ilatitude. This origin 1is given the
coordinates: E = ((506560008)) 600,000 meters and N = ((8)) 100,000
meters. The Washington plane coordinate system, statewide Washington
Lambert zone, is a lLambert conformal conic projection, having
standard parallels at north latitudes 46° 07" and 48° 25*, along
which parallels the scale shall be exact. The origin of coordinates
iIs at the intersection of the meridian 120° 50" west of Greenwich and
the parallel 45° 15" north [latitude. This origin is given the
coordinates: E = 400,000 meters and N = 1,000,000 meters.

Sec. 8. RCW 58.20.180 and 1989 c 54 s 16 are each amended to
read as follows:

Coordinates based on the Washington plane coordinate system ((of
14983)), purporting to define the position of a point on a land
boundary, may be presented to be recorded in any public land records
or deed records if the survey method used for the determination of
these coordinates is established iIn conformity with standards and
specifications prescribed by the interagency federal geodetic control

committee, or its successor. ((Fhese—surveys—shall—be—connected—to

and—sudyech—econnected—horizontal—control—stations)) The method and
source of the coordinates shall be described in the land or deed

record. Standards and specifications of the ((committee)) NGS 1iIn
force on the date of the survey shall apply. In all instances where
reference has been made to such coordinates in land surveys or deeds,
the scale and sea level factors shall be stated for the survey lines
used In computing ground distances and areas, along with the metadata
of the observations.
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Sec. 9. RCW 58.20.190 and 1989 c 54 s 17 are each amended to
read as follows:

((Any

egual—to—exactlhy—39-37—i#neches-)) When the values are expressed in
feet, the "U.S. survey foot" (one U.S. survey foot = 1200/3937

meters) shall be used as the standard foot for WPCS.

Sec. 10. RCW 58.20.200 and 1989 c 54 s 18 are each amended to
read as follows:

The use of the term "Washington plane coordinate system ((of
14983))" on any map, report of survey, or other document, shall be
limited to coordinates based on the Washington plane coordinate
system ((6F1983)) as defined iIn this chapter.

Sec. 11. RCW 58.20.210 and 1989 c 54 s 19 are each amended to
read as follows:

Whenever coordinates based on the Washington plane coordinate
system ((6F21983)) are used to describe any tract of land which in
the same document is also described by reference to any subdivision,
line or corner of the United States public land surveys, the
description by coordinates shall be construed as supplemental to the
basic description of such subdivision, line, or corner contained in
the official plats and field notes filed of record, and in the event
of any conflict the description by reference to the subdivision,
line, or corner of the United States public land surveys shall
prevail over the description by coordinates.

Sec. 12. RCW 58.20.220 and 1989 c 54 s 20 are each amended to
read as follows:

Nothing contained in this chapter shall require any purchaser or
mortgagee to rely on a description, any part of which depends
exclusively upon the Washington plane coordinate system ((efF31927—eoFf
1983)).

NEW SECTION. Sec. 13. A new section iIs added to chapter 58.20
RCW to read as follows:
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1 The provisions of this chapter shall not be construed to prohibit
2 the appropriate use of other datums and other geodetic reference
3 networks or systems.

——— END ---
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