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1- Introduction

This report has been prepared by the Comité Francais de Cartographie (CFC) in order to present the results
of ICC2011. The report will be submitted to the executive committee (EC) of the ICA with copies fo
organizers of the future conferences (ICC2013 and ICC2015).

The CFC represents France at the ICA. The CFC presduidetd host the ICC201Members of the EC came
in Paris in early 2007 in order to see the Local Organizing Committee (LOC)gtestidns and to see the
proposed location (Palais des Congrés).

Our proposal was chosen by vote during the ICA general Assembly in August 2007 in Moscow.

Between August 2007 and July 2011, the EC had several meetings where information related t@@ié ICC
was exchanged It was facilitated by the fact that Anne Ruas who was the chair of ICC2011 was also a
member of the EC.

¢ In November 2009 in Santiago (Chile), a presentation was done by Anne Ruas

e In July 20Q in Paris, one day was devotedtte presenation of the conference by the LOC with a
visit at the Palais des Congrés

¢ In November 2010 in Orlando (USA), a presentation of the conference was done by Anne Ruas and
many questions related to the ICC2011 were asked. A specific meeting with the gffiliatals has
been organized (The Cartographic Journal, CaGis and Cartographica).

In January 2011he president and secretary of the ICA (William Cartwright and David Fairbairn) visited the
LOC in Paris to check several final points before the conference.

During the last 2 years many subjectelated to the theme of the conference, the selection process, the
scientific review committee, the publication, the business meeting, the workshop, the NMA day, the speed
presenting session, the keynote speakerBave been proposed by the LOC to the EC ICA for comments,
advices and approval. Some ideas came from the EC such as organizing the meridian walk which was
successfully introduced in the conference. The communication was excellent and we wish to warrkly than
the EC for their involvement. We hope the ICC2011 met their expectations.

The LOC also used the very valuable information provided by the ICC2009 organizers (IGM Chile). We wish to
thank them again for this information which was a source of inspirdtoms.

2- Organization and support
The CFC was responsible for the ICC2011. It created a specific LOC following our initial bid.

For this event the LOC had specific supports by institutional partners (Partners) and hire a professional
Congress OrganizéPCO).

Financially the LOC received for this evgmcific supporfrom France an&ponsors
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2.1 The local organizing committee:

The local organizing committee was organized by the CFC in three teams:
1. The core team
2. The bureau
3. The global LOC

The core ad the bureau were established in 2007. The global LOC was enriched according to the needs.

TheLOC core teans composed of

Anne Ruas President of the LOC, Vice president of the CFC

Vice president of the ICA, Director a research laboratory (IGN)
Helere Richard VicePresident of the LOC, President of the CFC

Former director of the Map Division of the National Library (BNF)
Francois Lecordix Secretary of the LOC Secretary of the CFC

Responsible of map development project at the IGN
IGN representative

In terms of tasks, Anne Ruas was responsible for the scientific program (review committee, themes
of the conference, final program, publication, keynote speakers, relationships with the EC and with
the ICA commission chairs). Frangois Lecordix was regporier the exhibitions (map, industrial,
children and artistic). Helene Richard was responsible for the institutional relationships.

TheLOC bureais composed of the LOC core team plus

JeanPhilippe Grelot VicePresident of the LOC
Former secretarpf the ICA1991-:1999), Vice Director of the IGN
Claude Mauny Treasurer of the LOC, Treasurer of the CFC

Engineer at the IGN

Theglobal LOG composedfthe Bureau and people from the ICC2011 partners and members from the
CFC.

Bernard Bezes Organsation of the Meridian Walk

Sidonie Christophe Organisation of the speed presenting event
Jasmine Desclaux Salachas Organisation of the Café Carto

Fabien Gruselle Organisation of the orienteering event
Elisabeth Habert IRD representative

Didier Lahondre BRGM Representative

Hélene Lecornu SHOM Communication

Olivier Parvillers SHOM Representative

Julie PatriefJoly Map Exhibition graphist

Monique Pelletier CFC, Adviser

Monique Pothé Organisation of the Art Exhibition in Saint Mandé
Sylvie Rimbe CFC, Adviser

JeanYves Sarazin BNF Representative

Cécile Souchon CFC, Adviser
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2.3 The Partners

Five French Institutions support the CFC for this event:

BNF (Bibliothéque Nationale de Frandd)e National Library housed an important mapestibn.

BRGM (Bureau de Recherches Géologiques et Miniéres) is the public institution in Earth Science
applications for the management of resources and surface and subsurfaces risks.

IGN (Institut Géographique National) is the French national providerefgrence geographic
information. Its main objective is to establish and maintain the reference geographic databases that
the nation requires.

IRD [nstitut de recherchepour le Dé&eloppement) conducts research in close cooperation with
numerous partners auntries with the view to assisting the economic, social and -cultural
development of the countries of the south

SHOM (Service Hydrographique et Océanographique de la Marine) has vocation to guarantee the
guality and availability of information describindnet physical maritime, coastal and ocean
environment.

The CFC wish to thank them again for all support they gave to make this event possible.

2.3 The Professional Congress Organizer PCO

In early 2008 the LOC seledta company among three specializednganizing international conferences in
the Palais des Congreés : Eurapganisation

5, rue Saint PantaléonBP 61508 31015 TOULOUSE cedexRANCE

According the directive of the LOGr&pa-Organisation had mainty

to prepare the communication matids (flyers, T and 2 Call for papers, final program),

to develop and maintain a web sitenfw.icc2011.1),

to manage of papers, abstracts and posters via a web system and the contact with the authors,

to register via web site or directly on site

toFAYR &dLRyaz2NR FyR (2 2NAHIYyAT S GKS 0622(KaQ Aya
to deal with the technician of the Palais des Congrés to meet the requirements for the scientific
sessions, the opening and the closing ceremony

to organize the catering for lunch and spe@eaénts (gala dinner and cocktail)

The organization of workshops, the contact with the ICA, the scientific program (selection and organization),
the map exhibitions, the children exhibitions, the paper editions (springer and journals) were out of the
scopeof the PCO.

2.4 Thepublic support

For the ICC2011, the LOC had specific support from :

The ministry for Culture

Region lle de France

The city of Paris

The city of Saint Mandé (Ville de Saint Mandé)
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2.5 Industrial sponsors of the ICC2011

The opportunity tosponsor ICC2011 was offered to a wide range of business organizations. Those which
confirmed their participation were:
Silver level

e ESRI
e Intergraph
e Astrium / ERDAS / Geospatial Technology Leica

Bronze Level
o l1Satial
e Lorienne

2. 6 Official Press partrs

Two journals (GIM and V1 Magazine) were partners to advertise the events

DRILY NeWs BN

S5 el ot Cattoranes A specific partnership was set between the ICC2011 and SIG
03 P —— LaLettre, a French Journal on Geomatic to advertising the
e e R event on specific French email address list and toenaidaily

:'-';:::r:é:z.:é-f.—é e newsletter during the event.
e A During the conference, each afternoon a one side letter was
o v e s i written, printed in 1500 exemplary and distributed the early

next morning at the entrance.

It contained the following 4 sections:

/ 2 dzLJ R Sshoft dititiNdn original aspect

e Core article summary of some key sessions

e Do not miss important rendeavous such as keynote

presentation
S e Breaking news classical appointment such as business
New EC meeting 12:30-1:30 room 203 H . .
e meetings and exhibitions

you. a0 numbers.

3-8 e ek S G

3- ANNOUCEMENT, PROMOTION, COMMUNICATION
The LOC organise a competition and choose the best logo for the conference
The PCO made a first flyer (1/3 of A4) distributed during Bern meeting (April 2009) as well as a poster
Ay Of dzZRA Yy 3 2 dzNJ LI NI.yHe Rieand tide pESteravbréRiech Shtlih Englishd 0

25% International Y 25" Intemnational Cartogtophic Conference
Cartographic s Poris - Polals des Congres
Conference o 3B

1

—
'...0:
'.l:o;
TITIE
T

201

Figure 1L ogo, first flyer, poster, one side of the first call
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The web site fww.icc2011.ff was made and updated by EurePaganisation according to the LOC
requirements. It was firstopen just after the ICC2009 conference in order to avoid confusion with the
ICC2009 conference. It was daily update from November 2009 to the conference in July 2011 to enrich and
correct it according to the need$¥he web site was in French and in English

Documents When Size Number of How many
pages printed
Flyer B5 April 2009 B5 10000
Poster V1 and V2 September 2009 A2 1400
February 2010
Partnership document November 2009 A4 10(5 sheets)
1% call for paper March 2010 A5 6 10 000
Email call fopapers Mars 2010 email 1
2" call for paper Mid-august 2010 A4 16 (8 sheets) 5000
Email to remind the submission Mid-august 2010 email - 7236
deadline
Emailing to postponéhe submission| End September 2010 email - 7236
deadline
Emailing for registrdon December 2010 email - 7236
Conference pad December 20Q A5 50 3000
Email {nternational) February 2011 Email - 7236
Email (French domairsIGLaLettre March 2011 Email 7000
Email {nternational) Mid-May 2011 Email - 7236
Daily news May 2011 A4 1 1800
Last emailingFrancépartners) Mid-June 2011 emalil - > 10 000
Final Program June 2011 Adlandscape 46 (23 sheets) 1900
International cartographic exhibitior June 2011 A5 140 400
catalogue
Table 1 Communication

Call for papers
The first calfor paper (March 2010) contained:

- The different deadlines,

- The registration fees,

- The themes of the conference,

- The list of workshops known at this date (12),

- First information on exhibitions, gala dinner and professionals visits,

- Afirst program.
The seond call for papers (August 2010) contained:

- The different deadlines,
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http://www.icc2011.fr/

- The committees,

- The themes,

- The different submissions,

- The registration fees,

- A programme at a glance (including the NMA day, the young scientist speed presenting, the meridian
walk, the French conference SAGEO and the slot hours for the business meeting),

- 2 names of keynotes speaker (JC Victor and D. Boullier) and the tribute for Jacques Bertin,

- Information related to the business meeting, the young scientists speed presenting, ard Sag
conference),

- The list and dates of workshops and tutorial,

- ¢KS RIFIGSa FYR K2dz2NER 2F (GSOKyAOlFfQa @grairidax

- Information on the exhibitions (professionals, cartographic, children, artistics) and the social events,

- Alist of hotels and youth hostels,

- Post conérence tours,

- Maps for the different venues,

- Presentation of the 5 institutional partners.

Mails and emails
Both call for papersvere sent by mail. 8 emails have been sent between March 2010 and the conference
through different channels.
Mailing and enailing lists:
¢ The mailing list used to sendth call for papers contains 2144 addresses,
0 64% were coming from ICC2009: 952 from participants and 425 from promotion
0 36 % were coming from other sources
e ThelCC2011 emailing lisbntains7236 addressg 1128 coming from ICC2009 (16%)
The emailing list was built with the emailing list given by the ICC2009, completed by personal and
institutional emails.
Emailings:
- 6 emailing have been sent from our PCO (see table 1) with the ICC2011 emailing list,
- Ore email was send by our press partner in March 2011-lg8l€tre, 7000 private email address) to
tackle French area,
- One email was sent by each of our partners with their own mailing listjumiel 2011 to tackle
French audience just before the conferenc

These emailing and mailing lists have been updated after the conference to be exclusively sent to the
general secretary of the ICA and the organiser of the next ICC conferences (ICC2013 and ICC2015).

Twitter

A twitter account has been set in Felany 2010where information was regularly sent. It also allows us to
give live information during the conferendettp://www.twitter.com/icc2011
http://events.linkedin.com/25thinternationatCartographic/pub/218811
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4- SCIENTIFIC MANAGEMENT

4.1 The global organization

lff aOASYGAFAO YIFylF3aSYSyd ¢l & YFyF3ISR o6& ! yyS wdz
Endoda SYSy G 27F [/ 2yFSNByOSa¢ Ihdp/kdcilom/DBumen® Shé Ke§ularly / | &
contacted the EC for approval and sometime the ICA commission chairs for information.

4.2 The conference themes

The list of conference themes was set accordmghe list of commissiog) the report from ICC2009 which

details the list of thems as well ashe number of papers per themes. Some themes were added to fit with
current research in geomatisemiotics, cognition, information retrieval, crowdsourcingatgptemporal
modelling) or were proposed by the Executive committee (the profession of cartograghéryt proposal

was send to the EC in December 2009 and the list was set in January 2010. It was initially composed of 37
themes. As Jacques Bertin diedearly 2010, we added a theme TO for submission of papelated to his

work and influence (see tab®

4.3 The oAine submission system

The PCO (Eurog@arganisation) was in charge of proposing a system to submit papers. Each author had to
registerto the web site and received an-wbde. With this iecode he could submit a paper or an abstract.

For compatibility and homogeneity purposes, the PCO accepted only word format. An author could type or
copy paste his text and include pictures, equatiofgyres and tables in image format. For long papers, the
authors were asked to follow a classical framework (see figure 2). Even if it helps reviewers, we do not
recommend proposing a framework for the next conferences as it was not very well understanthbys.

Your paper must be submitted ENGLISldr FRENCHhe two official languages of the ICA.

-Thel®nameA y (G KS | dzii K2 NWAINatfithod i Ydzad 65 GKS

- Your paper must be an original and previously unpublished work.

- The paper must respect tHfellowing framework:

w .!/YDwh!b5 !'b5 h. W9/ ¢L=+9{

w !'ttwh! /1 39 a9¢l h5({

w wo{|[¢{

w /hb/ [} {Lhb !'b5 C} ¢} w9 t[! b{

- Pictures, equations and figuresan be included in your text and must be saved in image format (.jpg or .png).
- Tablescan also be included your text and must be either saved in image format (.jpg or .png) or created directly with toolbar ¢f the
submission website.

In order to avoid problems of incompatibility, we ask you to prepare your text witfi tirees New Roman font, size 12
Tileandadzi K2 NR& yI YSa gAatt KIFI@S (2 0S8 GelLSR 2dzi Ay &aSLINIGSR FASt Rao
Then, you will have to copy and paste the text (without the title and the list of authors) in the indicated field.

Figure 2: extracts of the author instructions

The submission was supposed to amgdthe 12/10/2010 midnight; we maintained it open a bit later for
people having difficulties to load their papers (see table 2). The web site had no difficulty to load all papers.

Whatever the category (see 4.4), the author had to load its text on thedr Before the dead line, it was
possible to correct its paper several times if required.
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Category 1
Oral + paper

Category 2
Oral + digital
publication

Category 3
Poster +
digital

publication

publication

Submission Friday 8/10 mihy 242 51 156 35
Submission Monday 11/10 mid day 368 85 237 46
Submission Tuesday 12/10 9AM 514 130 323 61
Submission Tuesday 12/10 3PM 594 161 363 70
Final submission (13/10/2010) 910 245 564 101
Selectionafter reclassification (December 2010) 865 81 451 333
On the final program* (without NMA, Sageo, Keynote 670 78 405 197

*NMA (12), Sageo (13) keynotes (5) => 513 oral presentations in total
Table2: final rush for paper and abstract submission

The authors add also:

Tolist the ceauthors,

to choose a theme among the 37 proposed one (see table 9),

to choose 3 keywords in a list.

The theme is essential as it allows dispatching each paper to a group of reviewers.

The keywords allow facilitating the conception of the final program on (if po¥siblmogeneous sessions. It

was very useful. The list of keywords was built from existing keyword lists (see table 3).

3D modelling geospatial web services On demand data / mapping
access to maps, data, software geostatistic perception
address data geotagging pricing

animated maps

geovisualization

reference system

cartographic ontology and terminolog

GIS education

Remote Sensing

change analysis GIS Software role of cartography & GeoData

city models GMES scales and granularity

data compression GPSracking schema transformation and integratid
contextaware applications GPSGalileo Semantic Web

copyrights and legal issue

grid computing

semiotics

data acquisition

historical data

Services Oriented Architectures (SO

data completion / reconstruabin

image processing

simulation

data / maps evaluation

INSPIRE

spatial data infrastructures (SDI)

data exploration

interactive maps

spatial data mining

Data Matching

knowledge representation

spatiotemporal analysis

Maps / data production

LIDAR

spatiotemporal modelling

datawarehouse

Location Based Services (L

storing

decision making support

map content

tactile mapping

DTM map design terrain analysis
embedded geesensing map digitizing data quality
Geodesy map usage updating

Geolnformation retieval

mental maps, spatial thinkin

user data/maps

geoprocessing algorithm

missing data

user interface

geosensor networks

mobile GIS applications

visual analytics

geospatial standards

multiple representation

visual language for GIS

wep mapping

Table 3 Keyword list

SYNTHESIS d€C2011© CFQR011

PAGE9



4.4 Type of submission anthe review proceser type

The process of selection was sebiacember 200@ccording to the EC requirements and proposals from the
LOC Fa this conference as for ICC20Q%0ople could submit ithree cdegoriesreviewed by 3scientific
committees SC1, SC2 and FSC (see sectipn 4.5

Categorie 1. Selection on long paper for oral presentation
Categorie 2. Selection on abstract for oral presentation
Categorie 3. Selection on abstract for poster presentation

Category 1 : Selection on long paper doal presentation
- These papers are blind review by at least 2 reviewers fromeSCESC
- The best papers are selected for oral presentation and a paper publication in ICA Affiliate journal
or Springer book
- The good papers are selected for oral presgioin and a digital publication of the full paper
- Medium paper are selected for poster and a digital publication of long abstract
- Other papers are rejected

Cateqgory 2 : Selection on abstract for oral presentation

- These abstracts are reviewed by at leaseviewers from SCahd FSC

- Good abstracts are selected for oral presentation and a digital publication of the full paper. It
means that the authors have a send a longer paper for publication

- Medium abstracts are selected for poster and a digital pubticedf long abstract

- Other abstracts are rejected

Category 3 : Selection on abstract for poster presentation

- These abstracts are reviewed by at least 2 reviewers fromraS8€CESC

- Good abstracts are selected for poster presentation and a digital publicafia long abstract. It
means that the authors have a send a longer abstracts for publication

- Other abstracts are rejected

The selection whatever the category is done by the chair of the conference according to the mark and
comments given by the reviewsr For the selection, authors could submit their paper in English or French,
the two official languages of the conference and of the association.

Review quideline

Information was sent by email to reviewers to review long papers (see figure 3), absindgp®sters.

For long paper review, you will receifeesday the 26 of Octoban email fromthe PCQhat will give all information to perform
the review.

As you know long papers will be blind reviewed by 2 reviewEng. aim of the review is to detecthie papers that could be
published in Springer book or an ICA Jour(@hGIS, The Cartographic Journal or Cartographica). On 246 we may select up to 100
(but of course we will see according to your revjew

You are also asked to select the papers that gonsider not the best but good enough to be part of the conference (pral
presentation and digital publication Or Poster & Digital presentation). For this second level review, the acceptatidangee. i
a paper is interesting, original or partiadlyiginal, if the experiments are useful, if the questions or difficulties are well explained, it
can be accepted for oral presentation.
Reviewers have been assigned to themes according their research and activities domains. Some themes have manyslgng pape
(up to 16) while other have no long papers at all. You may be assigned to a single theme or more according to the needs.
Sometimes you are not assigned to your cogeearch domain but close to. iOf course when a theme exactly correspond to a

commissbn or a working group, chairs and-cbairs of this commission/ Working group are always assigned to this theme.

Other points:
- if you receive a paper too close to you, contdr PCJdor a new assignment.
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- If the paper is according to you not in the appriate theme or does not have the appropriate keywords, please write |t in
private comments (in the review process) that will help us to prepare well balance sessions.
- If you are very busy and one of your colleagues has appropriate competence acdorgingto review one of your assigned
papers, please f# free to do it but we will not open a new review access, the revigéhbe done under your name.
- Last but not least, the deadline is the 22 of November.

Figure3: email for reviewers
The review wa done directly on the registration web site (accessible with personal code), with
specific templates according to the different categories. The template was inspire from classical
journal templates for scientific paper selection:

- Score:
0 6: Strong accepince for oral presentation and journal publicatifmategory 1)
0 5: Acceptance for oral presentation and journal publicatiomegory 1)
0 4 : Strong acceptance for oral presentation and digital publicatmegory 1 and 2)
o 3: Acceptance for oral presentati and digital publicatioftategory 1 and 2)
0 2: Strong acceptance for poster and digital publicatienegory 12, 3)
0 1: Acceptance for poster and digital publicatjoategory 12, 3)
0: Rejectcategory 12, 3)
- Novelty, Innovation, Meaningful experimerst or analysigcategory 12, 3)
0 A: Extremely innovative : opens up a new research theme
o B: Innovative; provides a novel angle to an established theme
o C :Similar to other work but interesting incremental contribution)
o D : Meaningful experiments or analgki
o E:NoneofAtoD
- Scientific or technical qualityonly for category 1)
o 5: Excellent: a model paper)
0 4:very good. Minor missing issues in the arguments or experiments
o 3:good, few flaws in arguments, experiments or references
o 2:fair, important faws in arguments, experiments or references
0 1:poor, no evidence for make statements
- Language (French or English acceptéd)ily for category 1)
0 3:Good enough)
0 2:needs minor improvement
o 1:Needs major improvement
- Advices to improve the papef(freetext) (category 12, 3)
- Private comments for Selection only(free text)(category 12, 3
- Bestthemefromyourviewpoint2yS 2F (KS ot Ll2aaiofsS GKSYSa b ahdzi
(category 12, 3

o

Score was used for the selection, coptpd by the other fields whenever reviewers disagreed. The huge
jdzt yiAGe 2F LI LISNB YR oadGN)yOla G2 NBOASS o6& NBC
section was very short if not empty. It frustrated the authors; some thinking thatreview was not well

done. We would suggest first to push reviewers to write more comments.

On the other way, reviewers found difficulty to review short abstracts (category 2 and 3). In order to
improve the selection on category 2 and 3 we authorize éorapstract than usually and we asked for a
minimum length (between 2000 and 3000 characters). We would suggest asking for longer abstract
(between 3000 and 4000 characters) for quality purposes for the next conferences.

Category Length* for Length* for final ~ Length* for final

selection publication publication
(printed paper) (digital)

For Selection
Selection on long paper for oral presentation (category [3000- 25000]
Selection on abstract for oral presentation (category 2| 2000-3000
Selecton on abstract for poster presentation (category 2000-3000
For publication For publication
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Paper publication and oral presentation [3000-25000] [2 000- 3 000]
Digital publication and oral presentation - [10 000¢ 25 000]
Digital publicatbn and poster presentation - [2 000¢ 5 000]

*length is in character, space included
Table 4: selection and publication paper lengibr category

4 5The scientific committees

The ICA Guidelines state that the LOC is responsible for the fleatige of papers, should set a scientific
committee and also that the commission chairs are invited to participate in the review of submissions.
Moreover, the statutes state that the official languages are French and English (see figure 4).

We also knewthat adding a new submission categof§e(ection on long paper for oral presentatiomil
generate a large amount of work for the reviewers and the resultants should be ready very soon to allow a
paper publication (journals and Springer proceedings)Herdonference.

Guidelines for Standard Call for Papers:

&Member Nations and ICA Commissions are encouraged to take part in the selection of abstractselégiien is used
the Member Nation must set an earlier date by which it will receive abstrdtis date must be at least one month, and |no
more than three months, before abstracts are due to the LOC. The Member Nation must forward accepted abstracts to the
LOC by the date indicated in # 2 above. The LOC will make final judgment on eachébstract

DdZA RSt Ay Sa F2NILYGSNYIFGA2y Lt [/ FNI23INFLKAO /2yFSNByOBa |yR D
0A Programme or Scientific Committee with duties to handle Call for Papers1, select abstracts, collect full papers, |edit and
print proceedings and elaborate thseientific sessions;

Guidelines for ICA Officers
The responsibilities of the Commissior?/ 2 NJ A Yy 3 DNE dzLJ / K [A4sistltis Naka? QrganisingBomiitked| of &
ICCs to manage the Programme for each ICC. This may involve responding to requestement about themes for the
conference, but primarily it will require active participation in the review of submissions. It is expected that Commission
Chairs will respond promptly to requests to review submissions, assist in determining the statismo$sions (accepted
refereed, submitted papers, posters), and monitor corrections after review. Commission / Working Group Chairs willlalso be
expected to chair technical sessions during I€Cs.

STATUTES OF THE INTERNATIONAL CARTOGRAPHIC ASSD®IATION languages are French and English. Other
additional languages may be used if the necessary translation facilities can be prévided.
Figure4: Extractsof ICC Guidelines for the review and selection process

We had to propose a solution with a vdarge number of high scientific profile members to review the long
papers, also able to review papers in French if required (see table 5). We also believed that as reviewing an
abstract is complex, it is better that a same person review all abstractshefnae to be able to order them

one to another. Moreover we decided that whatever the case each paper or abstract would be reviewed by
at least 2 different persons.

Category 1 245 209 85.3 36 14.7
Category 2 564 462 81.9 102 221
Category 3 101 83 82.2 18 17.8
Total 910 754 82.9 156 17.1

Table 5: language used for first submission per category

To meet these requirements, 3 scientific committees have been defined:
e The core internationadcientific committeeSCA4s composed ofl0 experts from
0 The ICA commission and working group chaiosnevice or cechairs,
o some from the EC and 4 international scientific experts for the themes not covered by the
commissions at this time (data qualiyformation retrieval, toponyms, crowdsourcing,
Bertin)
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e The extended international scientific committ&& lis composed of 4 experts from :
0 The EC of the ICA0/74)
0 The ICA commission and working group chaice or cechairs(37/74)
0 Experts proposd by ICA chairs and the EXZ/74)
¢ The Fench scientific committe&SGs composed 083 experts coming from :
o the French research network GdR MAGIS specialized [2Z8S) (http://magis.ecole
navale.fr)
0 Some researchers on cartography or image psso® outside the GdR MagiE33)
o0 Experts from partners institutions (IGN, IRD, BNF, SH&RB)

Experts from SC1, SC2 and FSC were affected to specific themes according to the ICA commission or working
group they are chairing or echairing and/or thé&@ domain of expertise. Some chairs wished to review 2
themes; they ended with a huge number of abstracts to review. For long paper the choice of reviewers was

randomly chosen and correct if necessary.

Category 1 2 English  Reviewers from SC1 (and som 85 209 5 17
experts from FSC if necessary!
Category 1 2 French  Reviewers from FSC (and SC1 25 36 3 7
when they read French)
Category 2 Btw2and English atleastone from SC2andone 71 462 20 52
4 from FSC
Category 2 2 French 2 from FSC 21 102 5,5 14
Category3 Btw2and English atleast one from SC2d one 58 83 3 15
4 from FSC
Category 3 2 French 2 from FSC 21 18 15 5

Table 6: reviewers per category and number of papers per reviewer

Suchith ANAND

Gennady ANDRIENKO
Regina ARAUJO DE ALMEIDA
Yuriy ARTEMYEV

Hartmut ASCHE

Thierry BADARD
Temenoujla BANDROVA
Miguel Angel BARNABE
Manfred BUCHROITHNER
Sébastien CAQUARD
Patricio CARRASCO
William CARTWRIGHT

David FRASER
Ana Maria GARRA
Georg GARTNER
Pablo GRAN

Eric GUILBERT
Lorenz HURNI

Dan JACOBSON
Bin JIANG

Peter JORDAN
Milan KONECNY
John KOSTELNICK
Menno-Jan KRAAK

ltzhak OMER
Ferjan ORMELING
Karel PAVELKA
Chris PERKINS
Michael P. PETERSON
Barbara PIATTI
Alexander PUCHER
Ross PURVES
José Jesus REYES
Stéphane ROCHE
Anne RUAS

Tiina SARJAKOSKI

Nicholas CHRISMAN Karel KRIZ Monika SESTER
Derek CLARKE Miljenko LAPANE Kira B. SHINGAREVA
Peter COLLIER Jonathan LI Daan STREBE
JosepLluis COLOMER Zhilin LI Vladimir TIKUNOV

Lex COMBER Elri LIEBENBERG Tim TRAINOR
Antony COOPER Evangelos LIVIERATOS Maria TSAKIFBTRATI
Philippe DE MAYER Christina LJUNGBERG Lynn USERY

Imre Josef DEMHARDT Lucia LOVISGGOLOB Corné VAN HAKKER
JasorDYKES William A. MACKANESS Robert WEIBEL

Sara FABRIKANT

Paulo MENEZES

Alexander WOLODTSCHENKO

David FAIRBAIRN Ligiu MENG Xiaojun YANG
David FORREST Takashi MORITA James ZIMBELMAN
Sébastien MUSTIERE Wieslawa ZYSZKOWSKA

Table7 Composition of the International scientific commit{&C]
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JeanPaul BORD JeanChristophe GAY Annabelle MAS

Alain BOUJU Jérdme GENSEL Hélene MATHIAN
Bénédicte BUCHER Elisabeth HABERT Gilles PALSKY
Elisabeth CHESNEAU Catherine HOFMANN Nicolas PAPARODITIS
Hervé CHEVILLOTTE Thierry JOLIVEAU Olivier PARVILLERS
Sidonie CHRISTOPHE Didier JOSSELIN Cyril RAY

Christophe CLARAMUNT Robert LAURINI Didier RICHARD
PauleAnnick DAVOINE Frangois LECORDIX Héléne RICHARD
Thomas DEVOGELE Théese LIBOUREL Sylvie SERVIGNE
Cécile DUCHENE Olivier LOISEAUX Marlene VILLANOVA
Mauro GAIO Hervé MARTIN Christiane WEBER

Table8 Composition of t local scientific committee (FSC)

Long papers were reviewed by different pairs of reviewers randomly chosen on a list according to the theme
of each paper. The total quantity of long papers to review per reviewer was a bit too important (see figure
5). Ihcreasing the number of reviewers might be necessary but caution should be taken to maintain certain
homogeneity. 6 long papers to review per reviewer should definitely be a maximum. The difficulty comes
from the fact that the number of papers per themenist homogeneous (see table 8) and that the number
YR GKS &ddzo2S00 2F (GKS O2YYAadarzya R2 y2i ySOSa

LJ LISNE 6SNB dzy RSNJ GKS GKSYSa a{ LI GAIFE Iylfe&eidrasts
AYF3ISNEE gKAOK IINB y23G O2NB (KSYSa 2F G4KS L/! I a
even if they perfectly fit to the ICA.

As usual for conference, some reviewers did not send their reviews besides several emails and even phone
cal reminders. For abstracts (category 2 and 3) it was not a big deal because most abstracts were reviewed
by 3 or 4 reviewers. For long papers, the EC reviewed the corresponding papers (14) to ensure the double
blind review for each long paper. We shouldtine that the PCO did a wonderful job to minimise this
difficulty.

Number of long papers per reviewer
20
15
10
5 -
o -
1 2 3 456 7 8 91011121314151617

Figure5: Number of long papers in English per reviewers

4.6 Submission and selection

The following table9 illustrates the submission per theme and per category. The colour greeratieslic
important values and red very small values. For the choice of category for submission not surprisingly the
very apply domain (Themes 21, 30, 32) have very small value. For other themes such as Theme 26, 27 or 28
the relatively small values are surpng; it might come from a lack of communication.

Selection and Publication rates:

Long paper publication rate 33% (81 on 245)
Journals & Oral 6,5%
Springer & oral 26,5%
Selection rate from abstract 62% (351 on 564)
Selection rate for poster 88% (89 0n101)
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Global selection rate (on 910 submissions)

- Oral 58% (532 on 910)
- Poster 37% (333 0n 910)
-  Reject 5% (45 on 910)
Paper publication 8,9% (81 0n910)
Submission | Submission | Submission
in October in October in October %
2010inlong 2010in 2010in submission % long
paper abstract Poster Total / other paperin
category (1) | category(2) | Category(3) |Submission| themes this theme
TO [Jacques Bertin work 2 11 2 15 1,6% 13,3%
T1 [Semiotics, map perception, cognition and knowledge 17 25 3 45 4,9% 37,8%
T2 |Colors, Signs and Typography on paper and digital maps 5 8 0 13 1,4% 38,5%
T3 [GeoVisualisation, Augmented and Virtual Reality 14 29 0 43 4,7% 32,6%
T4 |Maps and the Internet 11 18 2 31 3,4% 35,5%
T5 |Art, Culture and Cartography 8 11 1 20 2,2% 40,0%
T6 [SDI, Standards, Ontologies, Integration 11 18 2 31 3,4% 35,5%
T7 |Data quality 5 16 0 21 2,3% 23,8%
T8 |Location Based Senvices and Ubiquitous Cartography 3 12 0 15 1,6% 20,0%
T9 [Volunteered geographic information, Crowdsourcing and Critical Cartography 4 9 1 14 1,5% 28,6%
T10 |Geolnformation retrieval 3 6 1 10 1,1% 30,0%
T11 |Generalisation and Multi-scale Representation 15 27 3 45 4,9% 33,3%
T12 [Spatio-Temporal modelling and issues (3D, simulation) 8 15 2 25 2, 7% 32,0%
T13 |Use and User Issues 11 20 3 34 3,7% 32,4%
T14 |Mapping and Spatial awareness for disabled people 3 6 3 12 1,3% 25,0%
T15 [Geospatial analysis 17 24 5 46 5,1% 37,0%
T16 |Maps, GIS & Sustainable development 8 22 10 40 4,4% 20,0%
T17 |Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters 15 25 15 55 6,0% 27,3%
T18 [Maps, GIS & Society 11 14 4 29 3,2% 37,9%
T19 |Maps, GIS & Security 6 2 0 8 0,9% 75,0%
T20 [Mapping from Satellite Imagery 12 18 12 42 4,6% 28,6%
T21 |Map and GeoDB Production Techniques 4 40 5 49 5,4% 8,2%
T22 |Open Source Technology and Web Services 4 12 1 17 1,9% 23,5%
T23 |Intellectual Property Rights and Economical issues 1 0 0 1 0,1% 100,0%
T24 |Marketing and publishing 0 0 0 0 0,0%
T25 |Digital Technologies and Cartographic Heritage 8 28 2 38 4,2% 21,1%
T26 |History of Cartography and Gl Science 4 29 3 36 4,0% 11,1%
T27 |National and Regional Atlases 4 21 2 27 3,0% 14,8%
T28 [Mountain Cartography 3 13 3 19 2,1% 15,8%
T29 |Planets and space catography 6 3 0 9 1,0% 66,7%
T30 |Marine, Military and Topographic Cartography 2 16 3 21 2,3% 9,5%
T31 [Census and other thematic maps 3 13 3 19 2,1% 15,8%
T32 [Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB 1 11 2 14 1,5% 7,1%
T33 |Map Projections 6 9 1 16 1,8% 37,5%
T34 |Education and Training 6 18 3 27 3,0% 22,2%
T35 |Cartography and Children 4 12 3 19 2,1% 21,1%
T36 | The profession of Cartographer 0 3 1 4 0,4% 0,0%
TOTAL 245 564 101 910 26,9%
TOTAL SELECTED FOR ORAL AND BEST PAPER PUBLICATION 81 81 8,9%
TOTAL SELECTED FOR ORAL AND DIGITAL PUBLICATION 100 351 451 49,6%
TOTAL SELECTED IN POSTER 48 196 89 333 36,6%
TOTAL REJECTED 16 17 12 45 4,9%

Table9: Submission by themes

The selection was done mairdgcording to the score value. Then whenever the reviewers disagree and for
papers in between 2 categories, the other criteria and comments were examined for decision making.
- Forcategory 1
A all papers having a mark equal or bigger than 4 has been sdl@mt@aper publication.
A 4 papershaving 3.5have been addedccording to the good values and good comments of other
criteria (see section 4.4) but 2 of them
A The selection for journals was driven by the mark (bigger or equal to 4.5) and the preferred
themes chosen by the editors.
- For category 2 (oral and digital publication) :
A all papers having a mark strictly bigger than 2.5 have been selected (400 papers)
A papers having a mark between 2.5 and 2.25 have been analyzed one by one according to other
evaluaton criteria (marks and comments from reviewers)
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- For category 3 (poster and digital publication) :
A All papers having a mark equal or bigger than 1 were accepted
A All papers having a mark strictly smaller than 0.5 were rejected
A For other papers, comments weexamined.

Category X Oral 16 14-6] 4.5 55 4.8
&Journals

Category X oral & 65* 14-6] 3.5 6 4.5
Springer

Category Z Oral ard 451 12-4] 2.25 4 3.2
digital publication

Category 3Poster and 333 10-2] 0.5 2.5 1.74

Digital publication
Tablel10: Mark values for selection per category

*on 65 papers only 61 have been published, the authors did not send their papers for finahapabl
** Score:

: Strong acceptance for oral presentation and journal publicgtietegory 1)

: Acceptance for oral presentation and journal publicaticaegory 1)

: Strong acceptance for oral presentation and digital public&timregory 1 and 2)
: Acceptance for oral presentation and digital publicati@iegory 1 and 2)

: Strong acceptance for poster and digital publicati@ategory 1 and 2)

: Acceptance for poster and digital publicatioategory 1 and 2)
:Rejecfcategory 1 and 2)

'
OFRLNWMOO

Figure 6 Scientific and posters Sessidﬁ?@ZOli; © CFQ; Firas Bessadok

The following table 1 presents the resultsf the final program per theme and per category.
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Submission Total oral posters
inlong Submission [submission | presentation Submission from
paper in abstract for oral in the final % of oral in Poster | category1,

category (1) | category (2) [presentation| program* |presentation | Category (3)| 2 and 3**

TO |Jacques Bertin work 2 11 13 6 46% 2 5
T1 |Semiotics, map perception, cognition and knowledge 17 25 42 30 71% 3 8
T2 |Colors, Signs and Typography on paper and digital maps 5 8 13 8 62% 0 0
T3 |GeoVisualisation, Augmented and Virtual Reality 14 29 43 24 56% 0 8
T4 |Maps and the Internet 11 18 29 16 55% 2 5
T5 |Art, Culture and Cartography 8 11 19 14 74% 1 2
T6 |SDI, Standards, Ontologies, Integration 11 18 29 20 69% 2 4
T7 |Data quality 5 16 21 12 57% 0 4
T8 |Location Based Services and Ubiquitous Cartography 3 12 15 7 47% 0 5
T9 |Volunteered geographic information, Crowdsourcing and Critical Cartography 4 9 13 11 85% 1 3
T10 |Geolnformation retrieval 3 6 9 4 44% 1 1
T11 |Generalisation and Multi-scale Representation 15 27 42 20 48% 3 13
T12 |Spatio-Temporal modelling and issues (3D, simulation) 8 15 23 11 48% 2 6
T13 |Use and User Issues 11 20 31 23 74% 3 4
T14 |Mapping and Spatial awareness for disabled people 3 6 9 8 89% 3 4
T15 |Geospatial analysis 17 24 41 25 61% 5 6
T16 |Maps, GIS & Sustainable development 8 22 30 12 40% 10 19
T17 |Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters 15 25 40 18 45% 15 17
T18 [Maps, GIS & Society 11 14 25 12 48% 4 6
T19 |Maps, GIS & Security 6 2 8 4 50% 0 2
T20 [Mapping from Satellite Imagery 12 18 30 18 60% 12 7
T21 |Map and GeoDB Production Techniques 4 40 44 26 59% 5 11
T22 [Open Source Technology and Web Services 4 12 16 8 50% 1 5
T23 |Intellectual Property Rights and Economical issues 1 0 1 0 0% 0 0
T24 [Marketing and publishing 0 0 0 0 0 0
T25 |Digital Technologies and Cartographic Heritage 8 28 36 28 78% 2 8
T26 |History of Cartography and GI Science 4 29 33 18 55% 3 4
T27 |National and Regional Atlases 4 21 25 12 48% 2 6
T28 |Mountain Cartography 3 13 16 11 69% 3 6
T29 |Planets and space catography 6 3 9 7 78% 0 2
T30 |Marine, Military and Topographic Cartography 2 16 18 11 61% 3 3
T31 [Census and other thematic maps 3 13 16 11 69% 3 3
T32 | Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB 1 11 12 10 83% 2 3
T33 |Map Projections 6 9 15 11 73% 1 2
T34 |Education and Training 6 18 24 13 54% 3 6
T35 |Cartography and Children 4 12 16 9 56% 3 7
T36 | The profession of Cartographer 0 3 3 2 67% 1 2
TOTAL 245 564 809 480 101 197

* on 532 selected papers for oral presentation,only 480 submited the final paper and registered at the conference

* on 333 selected papers for posters,only 197 submited the final paper and registered at the conference
important theme (more than 3 sessions)
low selection rate (more than 69% accepted)
high selection rate (less than 50%)

Tablell: Papers in the final program per category

4.7 From acceptation tgaper publication

According to the EC guidelines, it was decided that the best papers would be published either on ICA affiliate
journals (Cartographica, the Cartographic Journal, CaGis) either on a new Springer series. Contacts have
need taken with the dferent publisher to see if an agreement could be found to make the publication
available in July 2011 for the conference. A specific meeting has been organised during the Autocarto
Conference in November 2010 with the three journal editors.

The difficultes were 1/ the short delay 2/ the acceptation of the ICC2011 selection rules for the editors 3/ to
maintain a reasonable price. More specifically it was not possible because of time constraints to make a two
round of selection: one by the ICC2011 and aeofull one by the journal editors.

We found an agreement with The Cartographic Journal (Ken Field) and Cartographica (Nigel Waters) but not
with CaGis whiclvished otherselection rulesand had time constraintsThemes were discussed during the
editors meetings in OrlandfNovember2010). Anne Ruas proposed a set of papers to two both editors in
late December 2010. One accept all of them, one reject one of the selected papers. For Springer, Anne Ruas
selected the papers according to the mark (see table 10).
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For Springer, apecific contract was signed between A. Ruas and Springvances in Cartography and
GlIScienceSelection from ICC 2011, Pani®? volumes2 S 20 0GF Ay SR GKS LINKROS 27F o7
number, shipping included.

Instructions were given to the authors to submit their final version according to each publisher constraints as
well as some information to also provide a long abstract ondily@al publication (see figure 7)

The LOC ordered 400 books and Journals. A part of the Journal was paid by the ICC to cover a part of the
shipping cost from Canada (Cartographica) in order to maintain a final reasonable cost.

ATTENTION TO: MAINAUTHOR
Our reference: PAPERID
Dear Sir or Madam,

We are glad to inform you that your paper refereed on long text entitIB@TLE'has been accepted by the Scientific
Committee for arORAL PRESENTATI®N to the occasion of the25th International Cartographic
Conferencewhich will be held at the Palais des Congres in Paris from July 3rd to 8th, 2011. You will receive at the
beginning of January an email to advise you to consult the submission online system in order to see the complete
results aml read the impotant advices given by the Scientific Committee.
Your paper refereed on long text will be publishedhia Journal:Cartographica / Cartographic Journal / Springer
Proceedings.

So you will receive also very soon an email directly fiteenJournal:Cartogrgphica Journal / Cartographic Journa
/ Springer Proceeding®m which you will be informed about the specified guidelines required for publishing.

Your paper refereed on long text will have to be writterBENGLISINd improved thanks to the advices giviey
the Scientific Committee and if there are no advice, you will be asked to deliver the most up to date version.

IMPORTANTWe remind you that anypublication (in journals, paper or digital proceedings) is not possible if you
are not reqistered to theconference Please note that registration, travel and accommodation remain at your pwn
charge.

So, if you did not register yet, please register now by clicking on the following link:
http://www.icc2011.fr/reqistrationand-invitation/online-reqistrationand-registrationform/

Moreover, for this particular acceptance of paper, you will have to submit also an abstENGOISif your paper
(at least 2000charactersand must notexceed3000 characters, spaces not includeat the beginning of January
and before February 15tim order to bereferenced in the digital proceeding of the ICA.

Figure?: Instruction for the authors

4.8 The Scientific program (@uding posters)

The program of the oral session has been done accordinbeimes and keywords (see table 3) to build
homogeneous sessions, respectings far as possiblethe following constraints:

e 480 oral presentations registered (on 532 selected),

e 124 sessions of 90 minutes were available in 5 days in poter@iptyallel sessions (see taldlg),

e asession should contain 4 papers (4*124 = 496),

e each session should contain close papers (within one theme or close themes)

¢ Close themes should notour at the same time,

e French only speakers should be clusters in the room with Fr&mgftish tanslation without making

a French speaker conference (only one room had a double translation the 7 others were in English),
e The program should be scientifigainteresting from the first to the very last day.
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Oral presentations 124

SAGEO conference 4
NMA day 4
General Assembly 5
New commission chairs meeting 1
Meeting of a new commission 1
Walkin Open 8urce (8h3010h) 3
Closing ceremony 1
Total (8h30¢ 17h) 143
Opening ceremony (amphitheatre) 1
Business meeting (17h8h) 29
Round table on Jacques Bertin (178h) 1
Speed presenting (17h9h) 1
Film Projection (17419h) 1
Other ICA meetiigs (17R19H)* 3
Total (17R19h) 35

*Journal editor meeting; sister society meeting,-IGH meeting on Toponomatidody of knowledge ICA/ISPRS/AGILE
Tablel12: Number of rooms used for the conference
Topic clustering
In order to make the program, wérgt count the number of sessions per theme (see tablearid 14) and
cluster themes together into main topics (see tab8 ih order to build a general program (see tab$.1

TOPICS |ICC2011 themes
Colors, Signs and Typography on paper and digital maps; T5: Art, Culture and
Cartography; T14: Mapping and Spatial awareness for disabled people and Carto

2;3 T3: GeoVisualisation, Augmented and Virtual Reality; T11: Generalisation

T8: Location Based Services and Ubiquitous Cartography; T9: Volunteered geo infq
Crowdsourcing, Critical Cartography; T13: Use and User Issues

T4: Maps and the Internet; T22: Open Source Technology and Web Services; T10:

Geolnformation retrieval

T6: SDI, Standards, Ontologies, Integration; T7: Data Quality

T12: Spatio-Temporal modelling and issues (3D, simulation); T15: Geospatial ana
NMA DAY

T21:Map and GeoDB Production Techniques ; T30: Marine, Military and Topograph
Cartography; T32: Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB;T33: Map Projection

T20 - Mapping from Satellite Imagery; T16 - Maps, GIS & Sustainable development
Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters; T18 - Maps, GIS & Society; T19 - Maps, GIS
T25 - Digital Technologies and Cartographic Heritage; T26 - History of Cartography
Gl Science; T23 - Intellectual Property Rights and Economical issues

T27 - National and Regional Atlases; T28 - Mountain Cartography; T29 - Planets a
space catography; T31 - Census and other thematic maps

T34 - Education and Training; T35 - Cartography and Children; T36 - The professid
Cartographer
15 SAGEO

= =
) Io )

Tablel3: Rooms used for the conference in 6 days
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oral oral
. . presentation |presentation
by el inthe final | in the final
program program

TO Jacques Bertin w ork 6
Tl Semiotics, map perception, cognition and know ledge 30

Semiotic T2 Colors, Signs and Typography on paper and digital maps 8 66
T5 Art, Culture and Cartography 14
T14 |Mapping and Spatial aw areness for disabled people 8
Mapping from Satellite Imagery 18
Maps, GIS & Sustainable development 12

Applications Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters 18 64
Maps, GIS & Society 12
Maps, GIS & Security 4
T21 |Map and GeoDB Production Techniques 26

Production T30 |Marine, Military and Topographic Cartography 11 58
T32 |Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB 10
T33 |Map Projections 11

History T25 D?gital Technologies and Cartogralphic Heritage 28 46
T26 |History of Cartography and Gl Science 18

Representation T3 GeoViSL_laIis_ation, Augr‘r_mented and Virtual Reality 24 a4
T11 |Generalisation and Multi-scale Representation 20
Use and User Issues 23

Users Volunteered geographic information, Crow dsourcing and Critical Cartography 11 41
Location Based Services and Ubiquitous Cartography 7
National and Regional Atlases 12

Thematic map Mountain Cartography 11 a1
Planets and space catography 7
Census and other thematic maps 11

Data Analysis T12 Spatio—T?mporaI npdelling and issues (3D, simulation) 11 36
T15 |Geospatial analysis 25

Sharing data T6 SDI, Stangards, Ontologies, Integration 20 32
T7 Data quality 12
T4 Maps and the Internet 16

Internet T22 | Open Source Technology and Web Services 8 28
Geolnformation retrieval 4
Education and Training 13

Education Cartography and Children 9 24
The profession of Cartographer 2

Table14: Main topicin the final program (oral presentations only)

Scientificprogram:from sessions to the final program
A first version of the general program was shown to the president and secretary of the ICA in January 2011
and slightly improved and adapted accordingconstraints (table 3).

Then, the final program consists in clustering papers according to topics, themes and keywords in order to
make homogeneous sessions. This very last step required about 20 hours. Very small changes have done in
the programtosa A a F& &ALISOATAO I dziK2NRa ySSRa ¢oKSy Al ¢l a
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M 3[M 4 [Tu 1] Tu2 [Tu3 | Tu4 |W1 [W2 |W3|W4 [Th1|Th2|Th3|Th4| F1 [ F2 | F3

Jacques Bertin work
Semiotics, map perception
Art, Culture and Cartography
Colors, Signs and Typography
Mapping for disabled people
SAGEO

GeoVisualisation, Augmented Reality
geovisualisation
Generalisation

Use and User Issues
VVolunteered geo info, Crowdsourcing
Location Based Services

Maps and the Internet

Open Source Web Services
Geolnformation retrieval

SDI, Standards, Ontologies, Integrati
Data quality

NMA

Map and GeoDB Production Technigues
Marine, Military and Topographic
Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB
Map Projections

Geospatial analysis
Spatio-Temporal modelling and issugs
Mapping from Satellite Imagery
Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters
Maps, GIS & Society

Maps, GIS & Security

Maps, GIS & Sustainable developmeht s
Digital Technologies; Carto Heritage
History of Cartography and Gl Scienc|
Census and other thematic maps
Mountain Cartography

Planets and space catography
National and Regional Atlases
Education and Training

Cartography and Children

The profession of Cartographer

D

Tablel5: Overview on the program by topics and themes
Session chairs

The last part cosisted in finding relevant chairs for each of the 124 sessions. Each commission chair has
been contactedand wasasked to propose name of colleagues. Some answered, other did not. For some

topics it was difficult to find enough available people, specifically topic 11 (application) which is not a core
theme of the ICA although there were 19 sessions to chair.

Finaly session chairs came from the ICA, the ICC2011 scientific committee, experts proposed by commission
chairs and from the French scientific community (see talfle Einding chairs took around three weeks. It
has to be ready before the printing of the firmbgram for clarity purposes.

Session chairbm ... Number

ICA (EC, Commission chairs) 36
ICC2011 International scientific committee 12
International experts proposed by ICA (EC, commission che 22
French expert s (GdR Magis, CFC, COGIT) 29
Tatal 99

Tablel6: Session chairs for the 124 sessions
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Posters

On 333 selected posters, 197 registered which is not too bad (59%). Posters were clustered by topics (see
tables 1L and 13) and were display one full day (Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday)pfrtbsttime a day

which also corresponds to the oral presentation of the same topic. Posters were located in a corridor that
gives access to the conference room to incite people to read the posters.

Authors were asked to set their poster on the wall ie thhorning (8:30) and to be in front of their poster in
breaking time to present their work (from 10:00 to 10:30; from 12:45 to 13:30 and from 15:00 to 15:30).

The poster sessions were a success (figure 6): it was geographically included in the comiedesgthors
had the chance to really present their research and talk one to another.

4.9 The schedule from the beginning to the final program

- December 2009 the review process is set

- End December 2009 the commission chairs are contacted to explain tiesv review process, to
communicate on the important dates for the review process and to ask them
to send name of experts to be part of the international scientific committee

- January 2010 The list of conference themes is ready
- July 2010 The Scientific aonmittees (international and French) are set (for the ICC2011
2" Call)

- 10 October 2010 Submission deadline (for categories 1, 2 and 3)

- 26 October 2010 PCO send the list of long papers and abstracts to reviewers

- 22 November 2010 Deadline for reviewers

- 10 December 2010 End of review process by late reviewers

- 13 December 2010 Send a proposal of selected papers to ICA Journals (Cartographica, The
Cartographic Journal, CaGlIS)

- 21 December 2010 End of selection process in the three categories

22 December 2010 finalizing the contract with Spring@tivances in Cartography and GlScience.
Selection from ICC 2011, Paris. Volume 1 and Volume 2
- 10 January 2011 Publication of the results through the web site

- 15February 2011 Deadline for the final version of thmapers (long paper and abstract for
category 1, long paper for category 2 and long abstract for category 3)

- 15 February 2011 16 papers are sent to Cartographica and The Cartographic Journal

- 15 February 2011  Deadline for authors registration

- 11 March D11 66 papers are sent to Springer in Springer format as well as the Table of
Content and the Foreword

- 15 March 2011 Second dead line for the final version of the latest papers (long papers
categories 2 and long abstract for category 3)

- 6 April 2011 Lag corrections between Springer and the LOC

- Mid-March-Mid April non registered potential authors are repetitively contacted by the PCO in
order to identify the real authors teams to elaborate the program
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- End April 2011 The conference program (including thMA Day, Sageo and posters per day)
is ready and published on the web site.
- May 2011 A very small amount of corrections are done according to authors reactions.
- 15 June 2011 The list of session chair is ready for the 133 sesgjdite final program is
sent for printing

4.10The keynote speakers

Keynote speakers were chosen by the LOC. We tried, as far as possible, to invite people not from the ICA
community in order to give another view point on our discipline. We also choose to invite mainly French
people, internationally known, to enlighten our culture.

JeanChristophe Victor son of PasEmile Victor (French Ethnologist
and explorer), is an expert in international relationships.
Anthropologist and diplomat, he created the LEPAC laboratory the
Centea for Political Stugts and Cartographic Analyside gave an
hour presentation during the opening ceremony on the use of maps
to analyze international subjects (see figure 8)

Gilles Palskyis a professor of Geography at the university of Paris
Sorbonne. He is working on the historical, semiological and
sociological approaches in Cartography. He addressed a tribute to
Jacques Bertin.

Dominique Boullieris a sociologist, professor at Scien&es He is
specialized in the digital use and in cognitive tedbgy. He gave a
presentation on GIS and FolkMapping.

Denise Pumairis a French research geographer, professor at Paris
Sorbonne, specialized in urbanization and social science patterns. She
founded and manage the European geographic journal CyberGeo,
and manages the European research network 4S. She received the
VautrinLud price in 2010 (international price in geography). She gave Figure8 Jean Christophe Victor

' 2yS K2dzNJ LINBaSyidalGdAaz2y 2y a! ND | gCRlE@EREEengd Dgbeyy | Y A C
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In order to have an open discussion on Europe and Standardization, we alsAdisikedTrakas director of
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4.12The Business meetings

The business meetings are mandatory. They should be organised by each commission chair in order to
present a synthesis of the activities of the commission and some plans for the future. They are open to
everyone. A member of the EC is supposed to folloehdausiness meeting which is difficult because of the

high number of commissions.

Contacts were taken by email with each commission chair more than one year before the conference to
remind them the role of business meeting. Some chairs informed us thkyneti organise a business
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meeting either because the commission would end in 2011 or because they would not participate to the
conference. However, in most cases, business meeting occurred. 29 were programmed and 3 or 4 were
cancelled at the last minute€€ach meeting lasts one hour, which was most of the time long enough
although some commission chairs would have appreciate to stay a bit longer.

4.13SAGEO

In order toattract French researcher in Geomatics, the LOC managed to include the French spealdr a
conference in geomatic (named SAGEO) inside the conference. It was also an opportunity to show French
research to foreigners and reversely to incite French researchers to discover other researchers. The format
of the conference has been adapted toethCC2011 (one day instead of 2). The selection of papers and the
program have been defined by SAGEO scientific committee under the responsibility of Hélene Mathian and
Didier Josselin. We wish to thank them aga&ims well as the GAR MAGI®r their very positive
collaboration for organising SAGEO 2011 inside ICC2011 with all the constraints it generated.

4.14 The NMA Day

It isnow a tradition to organise Blational and Regional Mapping Agency Day during the ICC. It was advised
to give an accurate progna composed of presentations and discussions. Two persons from the EC were
responsible for the program of this day: Derek Clarke and Tim Trainor. The LOC made regular proposals to
build this special day program. As we received a demand from the EuroSRR@Ess@¢EUropean research
network, formally named the OEEPE, that performs studies on geomatics on different subjects such as
Normalisation, Generalisation,etc.) we included a special EuroSDR session in the NMA Day.
The final program was the following:
- Session 1 Standards, SDI and Inspire, including a presentation from a keynote speaker (AThina
Trakas), a presentation selected from the ICC2011 and a discussion
e Session 2 Geographic information for developing countries, including a presentation from IGN
France International, a paper selected from ICC2011, a presentation asked to the Algerian NMA and
an open discussion
e Session 3 EuroSDR, giving an overview of EuroSDR activities
e Session 4 Global initiative focusing on the united nations
IGNFrance Internatioal invited the head of NMA attending the iCC2011 for a lunch.
Globally the day was very appreciated.

4.15 The speed presenting session

Different discussions occurred in EC meeting to attract young researchers. Moreover young scientists often
complain tofeel lost in big conference and to have few contact with others. Anne Ruas proposed to add a 2
hours speed presenting session only for young researchers. The principle is to ask each researcher to present
his research to another researcher and to changgutarly in a random way. Sidonie Christophe was
responsible to organise iShe also identified the research topics of the participants of Speed presenting
meeting (see table 17).
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Figure9 Speed presentingession ICC201%, © CFQ; Firas Bessado

61 young researchers attended the speed presenting session. They were all very enthusiastic.

3D building generalization Globe digitising Spatial Data Quality
3D Geovisualisations Graphic Semiology Spatial databases
3D spatial analysis Health risk Temporal data integration
Animal movements Indoor visualisation Terrain Visualisation
City map content analysis ans assessmg
of their effectiveness Knowledge of place Thematic map
Collaborative geographical data (VGI) |[LBS context awareness Twitter Distance
collaborative webmap styling Legend design Uncertain Visualisation
Construction d'indicateurs spatiaux Map editing Urban dynamics
map-making and map use in a multi-actqg
Co-visualisation context Use and user issues
Crisis communication Maps as media User generated maps
Databases national cartography Multiscale mapping virtual globes
Democracy Planetary cartography Visualization of user
Disaster management Remote sensing Web maps
DTM acquisition opportunities representation Web SDSS for accessibility analysis
Exploring the role of geoviz in facilitatingSchematisation of network-constrained
knowledge construction in decision movements Web services applied to old cartography
Generalisation (cartographic, etc.) SOM WebGIS
Geodata integration Space time cube design and usability |Webmapping

Tablel7: Topics of the participants to the speed presenting session

5- WORKSHOP BEFORE THE ICC2011

The LOC is not supposed to organise the workshop of thedi@issions but should help as far as possible.
Moreover the EC encouragbavingcommission workshops or tutorials organised just prior or after the ICC,
in the same country, to encourage as many people as possibiduding the commission chair® attend

to the conference.

An email was sent to all commission and working group chairs in December 2009 to see if they wish to
organise a workshop or tutorial, and to know their requirement in terms of duration, size of the room and
equipment. The principlavas to find low cost solution using available room and also to advertise the
workshop on the ICC2011 material (website and call for papers) to incite people registration.

For each demanche LOC found a free and equipped room with a contact pefSoomICC2011 partners or
French universityyvho helped organising the event.

14 events occurred before the conference (13 in or near Paris and 1 in Orléans) and 2 during the conference.
e 12 workshops occurred before the conference, concerning 16 commissions@king group
e 2 tutorials occurred before the conference
e 2 events occurred during the conference (one evening and one during the conference)
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We noticed that both tutorials had a very high attendance and were much appreciated. For the workshop
the quartity of person varies from one to another, but we estimatathvorkshops gathered around 335
persons (see tableg).

We should mention that organising these workshops is very time consuming and requires lots of
organisation. We would recommend includingrkshops in the conference to maximise the efficiency.

History of cartography 16

Looking to the future (cartography and children, Education and traini 55
maps and the internet, Planetary Cartographyrlgavarning)

User issues in public transport 24
Generalisatiorworkshop 39
GeoVisualization 50
Management and economics of maps production 7
New atlases 17
Open data access and intellectual rights 7
Society art and cartography 25
Theory of caography 10
Ubiquitous mapping 6
Digital technologiesutorial 20
Generalisatiortutorial 32
Open Source GIS 25-30
TOTAL ~3%

Tablel8: ICA Workshop and Tutorial attendance prior or during the ICC2011

6- THE ICC EXHIBITIONS
During the conference,he traditional exhibitions were organized in close proximity to the conference
rooms: technical exhibition with industrial, international maps exhibition and children maps exhifditen.
proximity is an important condition for the exhibitions success @otinicalS E K A osati§factior &

I yS6 SEKAOAGAZ2Y &! NIs /I NI 2 3 hdd tdré deSséechaitabipublidNi2 L2 & S R
city hall of SainMandé.

6.1 Technical exhibition

This exhibition associated the conference partners (BnEMBRGN, IRD, SHOM) and the major industrial of
geomatic. The space had been proposed since the previous conference in Santiago in Chile, with a document
GPartnership Guide® ¢ KS t/ h 9dzNBLI hNBFYAAl GA2Y ANBIERSR o0
sponsors and exhibitoraithout corridors. The area used for exhibitions with corridors was about 1500m?

and the total area including the registration area reached 3000méparticipantslist and the map obooth

arein figure 10
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The LOC had diffitties to determine the price for sponsorship packages and for booth. The comparison
with previous conference is not very interesting when the market conditions are very different (between
Chile and Frangeand the comparison with other conferences in therge place (Palais des Congrés) but in
other economic sectors isseless Anyway, it appears that the prices proposed for platinium{(460 | y R 32
(301 €0 &aLRyaz2NBEKALI LI O T&rpaniesSoNgeomate Bectdbemaehipan@sS T 2
indicated po that the duration of exhibition (5 days) is a high charge.

The advantage of the chosen location (Palais des Congrés) is that it allowed us to put the technical exhibition
inside the conference in order to ensure a real attendance of the visitor anigremce attendee. We also
voluntary put the lunch inside the technical exhibition location to maintain a high participation all day long.

FigurelO: Maps of technical exhibition
6.2 International Maps exhibition

The procedure to exhibit maps was venn#ar to the previous one in Chile. The national members and
affiliate members who wished to participate at the exhibition had to infdwnemailthe LOC for their
participation before the ¥ April 2011 with the number of panels that they wished. Thedishaps, atlases
and globes with some information had to be sending before 1 of 2yl to the LOC in a spreadsheet with
different information:

o For maps Title, Type of material, Dnension, Authors, Published by, Publication dategt&zjory,
Brief abstact or additional comments (max 100 words)

o For Atlas :Title, Dimension, Authors, Published by, Publication date, Category, Landraefe,
abstract or additional comments (max 100 words)

o0 For Globes Title, Type of material, Dimension, Authors, Publisbyg, Publication date, Category,
LanguageBrief abstract or additional comments (max 100 words)
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