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1- Introduction  

This report has been prepared by the Comité Français 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 for the 

organizers of the future conferences (ICC2013 and ICC2015). 

The CFC represents France at the ICA. The CFC presented a bid to host the ICC2011. Members of the EC came 

in Paris in early 2007 in order to see the Local Organizing Committee (LOC), to ask questions and to see the 

proposed location (Palais des Congrès).  

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 to the ICC2011 

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 

 In July 2010 in Paris, one day was devoted to the presentation of the conference by the LOC with a 

visit at the Palais des Congrès 

 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 affiliate journals has 

been organized (The Cartographic Journal, CaGis and Cartographica).  

In January 2011 the 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 subjectsς related 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 speakers ς have 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 warmly thank 

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 inspiration for us.  

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 Organizer (PCO).  

Financially the LOC received for this event specific support from France and Sponsors.  
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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 and the bureau were established in 2007. The global LOC was enriched according to the needs. 

The LOC core team is composed of  

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

Vice president of the ICA, Director a research laboratory (IGN) 

Helene Richard   Vice-President of the LOC, President of the CFC 

Former director of the Map Division of the National Library (BNF) 

François 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). François Lecordix was responsible for the exhibitions (map, industrial, 

children and artistic). Helene Richard was responsible for the institutional relationships.  

The LOC bureau is composed of the LOC core team plus  

Jean-Philippe Grelot   Vice-President of the LOC 

Former secretary of the ICA (1991-1999), Vice Director of the IGN  

Claude Mauny    Treasurer of the LOC, Treasurer of the CFC  

Engineer at the IGN 

The global LOC is composed of the Bureau and people from the ICC2011 partners and members from the 

CFC.  

Bernard Bezes   Organisation 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 Lahondere  BRGM Representative 

Hélène Lecornu   SHOM Communication 

Olivier Parvillers  SHOM Representative 

Julie Patrier-Joly   Map Exhibition graphist 

Monique Pelletier  CFC, Adviser 

Monique Pothé   Organisation of the Art Exhibition in Saint Mandé 

Sylvie Rimbert   CFC, Adviser 

Jean-Yves 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 (Bibliothèque Nationale de France). The National Library housed an important map collection.  

 BRGM (Bureau de Recherches Géologiques et Minières) 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 provider of reference geographic 

information. Its main objective is to establish and maintain the reference geographic databases that 

the nation requires. 

 IRD (Institut de recherche pour le Développement) conducts research in close cooperation with 

numerous partners countries 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 

quality and availability of information describing the 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 selected a company among three specialized in organizing international conferences in 

the Palais des Congrès : Europa-organisation   

5, rue Saint Pantaléon ς BP 61508 31015 TOULOUSE cedex 6 ς FRANCE 

According the directive of the LOC Europa-Organisation had mainly :  

 to prepare the communication materials (flyers, 1st and 2nd Call for papers, final program),  

 to develop and maintain a web site (www.icc2011.fr),  

 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 

 to ŦƛƴŘ ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ōƻƻǘƘǎΩ ƛƴǎǘŀƭƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǎƛǘŜ 

 to deal with the technician of the Palais des Congrès to meet the requirements for the scientific 

sessions, the opening and the closing ceremony 

 to organize the catering for lunch and special events (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 

scope of the PCO.  

2.4 The public support  

For the ICC2011, the LOC had specific support from :  

 The ministry for Culture 

 Region Ile 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 to sponsor ICC2011 was offered to a wide range of business organizations. Those which 

confirmed their participation were:  

Silver level  

 ESRI 

 Intergraph 

 Astrium / ERDAS / Geospatial Technology Leica 

 

Bronze Level   

 1Spatial  

 Lorienne 

2. 6 Official Press partners  

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

 

 

A specific partnership was set between the ICC2011 and SIG-

La-Lettre, a French Journal on Geomatic to advertising the 

event on specific French email address list and to write a daily 

newsletter during the event. 

During the conference, each afternoon a one side letter was 

written, printed in 1500 exemplary and distributed the early 

next morning at the entrance.  

It contained the following 4 sections:  

 /ƻǳǇ ŘŜ /ǆǳǊ : short article on original aspect 

 Core article :  summary of some key sessions 

 Do not miss:  important rendez-vous such as keynote 

presentation  

 Breaking news : classical appointment such as business 

meetings and exhibitions 

 

 

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 

ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ƻǳǊ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎΩ ƭƻƎƻ όhŎǘƻōŜǊ нллфύ. The Flyer and the poster were in French and in English.  

    
Figure 1 Logo, first flyer, poster, one side of the first call 
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The web site (www.icc2011.fr) was made and updated by Europa-Organisation according to the LOC 

requirements. It was first open 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 needs. The web site was in French and in English.  

 

Documents When Size Number of 

pages 

How many 

printed 

Flyer B5 April 2009 B5 1 10000 

Poster V1 and V2 September 2009 

February 2010 

A2 1 1400 

Partnership document November 2009 A4 10(5 sheets)  

1
st
 call for paper March 2010 A5 6 10 000 

Email call for papers Mars 2010 email 1  

2
nd

 call for paper Mid-august 2010 A4 16 (8 sheets) 5000 

Email to remind the submission 

deadline 

Mid-august 2010 email - 7236 

Emailing to postpone the submission 

deadline 

End September 2010 email - 7236 

Emailing for registration December 2010 email - 7236 

Conference pad December 2010 A5 50 3000 

Email (international) February 2011 Email - 7236 

Email (French domain- SIGLaLettre)  March 2011 Email  7000 

Email (international) Mid-May 2011 Email - 7236 

Daily news May 2011 A4 1 1800 

Last emailing- France(partners)  Mid-June 2011 email - > 10 000 

Final Program June 2011 A4-landscape 46 (23 sheets) 1900 

International cartographic exhibition 

catalogue 

June 2011 A5 140  400 

Table 1 Communication 

 

Call for papers  

The first call for 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, 

- A first program. 

The second call for papers (August 2010) contained:  

- The different deadlines, 

http://www.icc2011.fr/
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- 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, and Sageo 

conference), 

- The list and dates of workshops and tutorial, 

- ¢ƘŜ ŘŀǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƘƻǳǊǎ ƻŦ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭΩǎ ǾƛǎƛǘǎΣ  

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

- A list of hotels and youth hostels, 

- Post conference tours, 

- Maps for the different venues, 

- Presentation of the 5 institutional partners. 

 

Mails and emails   

Both call for papers were sent by mail. 8 emails have been sent between March 2010 and the conference 

through different channels.   

Mailing and emailing lists:  

 The mailing list used to send both call for papers contains 2144 addresses,  

o 64% were coming from ICC2009: 952 from participants and 425 from promotion    

o 36 % were coming from other sources  

 The ICC2011 emailing list contains 7236 addresses, 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,  

- One email was send by our press partner in March 2011 (SIG-la-lettre, 7000 private email address) to 

tackle French area,  

- One email was sent by each of our partners with their own mailing list mid-june 2011 to tackle 

French audience just before the conference.  

 

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 February 2010 where information was regularly sent. It also allows us to 

give live information during the conference. http://www.twitter.com/icc2011  

http://events.linkedin.com/25th-International-Cartographic/pub/218811 

 

 

 

 

http://www.twitter.com/icc2011
http://events.linkedin.com/25th-International-Cartographic/pub/218811
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4- SCIENTIFIC MANAGEMENT 

 

4.1 The global organization  

!ƭƭ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ōȅ !ƴƴŜ wǳŀǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ [h/ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ άDŜƴŜǊŀƭ DǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎ ŦƻǊ 

EndorǎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ /ƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎέ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ L/! ǿŜō ǎƛǘŜ http://icaci.org/Documents. She regularly 

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 according to the list of commissions, the report from ICC2009 which 

details the list of themes as well as the number of papers per themes. Some themes were added to fit with 

current research in geomatic (semiotics, cognition, information retrieval, crowdsourcing, spatio-temporal 

modelling) or were proposed by the Executive committee (the profession of cartographer). A first 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 died in early 2010, we added a theme T0 for submission of papers related to his 

work and influence (see table 9) 

4.3 The on-line submission system  

The PCO (Europa-Organisation) was in charge of proposing a system to submit papers. Each author had to 

register to the web site and received an id-code. With this id-code 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, equations, figures 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 understand by authors.  

Your paper must be submitted in ENGLISH or FRENCH, the two official languages of the ICA. 

- The 1st name ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎΩ ƭƛǎǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ MAIN author. 

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

- The paper must respect the following framework: 

ω .!/YDwh¦b5 !b5 h.W9/¢L±9{ 

ω !ttwh!/I ϧ a9¢Ih5{ 

ω w9{¦[¢{ 

ω /hb/[¦{Lhb !b5 C¦¢¦w9 t[!b{ 

- Pictures, equations and figures can be included in your text and must be saved in image format (.jpg or .png). 

- Tables can also be included in your text and must be either saved in image format (.jpg or .png) or created directly with toolbar of the 

submission website. 

In order to avoid problems of incompatibility, we ask you to prepare your text with the Times New Roman font, size 12. 

Title and aǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ƴŀƳŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘȅǇŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜŘ ŦƛŜƭŘǎΦ 

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 ending the 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 the frame. Before the dead line, it was 

possible to correct its paper several times if required.  
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 Total Category 1 
Oral + paper 
publication 

Category 2 
Oral + digital 
publication 

Category 3 
Poster + 
digital 

publication 

Submission Friday 8/10  mid-day 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 
Selection after reclassification (December 2010) 865 81 451 333 

On the final program* (without NMA, Sageo, Keynotes) 670 78 405 197 

*NMA (12), Sageo (13) keynotes (5)  => 513 oral presentations in total 

Table 2: final rush for paper and abstract submission  

The authors add also:  

 To list the co-authors,  

 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 possible) homogeneous 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 terminology  GIS education Remote Sensing 

change analysis GIS Software role of cartography & GeoData 

city models GMES scales and granularity  

data compression GPS tracking schema transformation and integration 

context-aware applications GPS-Galileo Semantic Web 

copyrights and legal issue grid computing semiotics 

data acquisition historical data Services Oriented Architectures (SOA) 

data completion / reconstruction  image processing simulation 

data / maps evaluation INSPIRE spatial data infrastructures (SDI) 

data exploration interactive maps spatial data mining 

Data Matching knowledge representation spatio-temporal analysis 

Maps / data production LIDAR spatio-temporal modelling 

datawarehouse Location Based Services (LBS) storing 

decision making support map content tactile mapping 

DTM map design terrain analysis 

embedded geo-sensing map digitizing data quality 

Geodesy map usage updating 

GeoInformation retrieval  mental maps, spatial thinking 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   
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4.4 Type of submission and the review process per type 

The process of selection was set in December 2009 according to the EC requirements and proposals from the 

LOC. For this conference as for ICC2009, people could submit in three categories reviewed by 3 scientific 

committees SC1, SC2 and FSC (see section 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 for oral presentation   

- These papers are blind review by at least 2 reviewers from SC1 and FSC 
- 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 presentation 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  

Category 2 : Selection on abstract for oral presentation  

- These abstracts are reviewed by at least 2 reviewers from SC2 and 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 publication of long abstract 
- Other abstracts are rejected 

Category 3 : Selection on abstract for poster presentation  

- These abstracts are reviewed by at least 2 reviewers from SC2 and FSC 
- Good abstracts are selected for poster presentation and a digital publication of a 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 reviewers. For the selection, authors could submit their paper in English or French, 
the two official languages of the conference and of the association. 

Review guideline :  

Information was sent by email to reviewers to review long papers (see figure 3), abstracts and posters. 

For long paper review, you will receive Tuesday the 26 of October an email from the PCO that will give all information to perform 

the review.  

As you know long papers will be blind reviewed by 2 reviewers. The aim of the review is to detect the papers that could be 

published in Springer book or an ICA Journal (CaGIS, The Cartographic Journal or Cartographica). On 246 we may select up to 100 

(but of course we will see according to your review).  

You are also asked to select the papers that you consider not the best but good enough to be part of the conference (oral 

presentation and digital publication Or Poster & Digital presentation). For this second level review, the acceptation rate is larger. If 

a paper is interesting, original or partially original, 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 many long papers 

(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 core research domain but close to it. Of course when a theme exactly correspond to a 

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

Other points:  

- if you receive a paper too close to you, contact the PCO for a new assignment.  
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- If the paper is according to you not in the appropriate theme or does not have the appropriate keywords, please write it 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 according to you to review one of your assigned 
papers, please feel free to do it but we will not open a new review access, the review will be done under your name.  

- Last but not least, the deadline is the 22 of November.  

Figure 3: email for reviewers 

The review was 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:  
o 6: Strong acceptance for oral presentation and journal publication (category 1) 
o 5: Acceptance for oral presentation and journal publication (category 1) 
o 4 : Strong acceptance for oral presentation and digital publication(category 1 and 2) 
o 3: Acceptance for oral presentation and digital publication(category 1 and 2) 
o 2: Strong acceptance for poster and digital publication(category 1, 2, 3) 
o 1: Acceptance for poster and digital publication(category 1, 2, 3) 
o 0: Reject(category 1, 2, 3) 

- Novelty, Innovation, Meaningful experiments or analysis (category 1, 2, 3) 
o 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 analysis) 
o E : None of A to D 

- Scientific or technical quality (only for category 1) 
o 5 : Excellent: a model paper) 
o 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 flaws in arguments, experiments or references 
o 1 : poor, no evidence for make statements 

- Language (French or English accepted): (only for category 1) 
o 3 : Good enough) 
o 2 : needs minor improvement 
o 1 : Needs major improvement 

- Advices to improve the paper: (free text) (category 1, 2, 3) 
- Private comments for Selection only:  (free text) (category 1, 2, 3) 
- Best theme from your view point:  ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ от ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ Ҍ άhǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƻǇŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜέ 

(category 1, 2, 3) 

 
Score was used for the selection, completed by the other fields whenever reviewers disagreed. The huge 
ǉǳŀƴǘƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘǎ ǘƻ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ōȅ ǊŜǾƛŜǿŜǊǎ ƛƴ ŀ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǘƛƳŜΣ ǘƘŜ Ψ!ŘǾƛŎŜǎ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǇŜǊΩ 
section was very short if not empty. It frustrated the authors; some thinking that the review 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 longer abstract 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 
selection 
 

Length* for final 
publication 
(printed paper) 

Length* for final 
publication 
(digital) 

 For Selection   
Selection on long paper for oral presentation (category 1) [3000- 25000]   
Selection on abstract for oral presentation (category 2) 2000-3000   
Selection on abstract for poster presentation (category 3) 2000-3000   
  For publication For publication 
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Paper publication and oral presentation  [3 000 -25 000] [2 000 - 3 000] 
Digital publication and oral presentation  - [10 000 ς 25 000] 
Digital publication and poster presentation  - [2 000 ς 5 000] 
    

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

4.5 The scientific committees  
 
The ICA Guidelines state that the LOC is responsible for the final selection 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 knew that adding a new submission category (Selection on long paper for oral presentation) will 
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) for the conference.   
 

Guidelines for Standard Call for Papers:  
άMember Nations and ICA Commissions are encouraged to take part in the selection of abstracts. If pre-selection is used, 
the Member Nation must set an earlier date by which it will receive abstracts. This 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 each abstractέ 
 
DǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎ ŦƻǊ LƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ /ŀǊǘƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŎ /ƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ DŜƴŜǊŀƭ !ǎǎŜƳōƭƛŜǎ ƻŦ 5ŜƭŜƎŀǘŜǎΥ ά 
άA Programme or Scientific Committee with duties to handle Call for Papers1, select abstracts, collect full papers, edit and 
print proceedings and elaborate the scientific sessions;έ  
 
Guidelines for ICA Officers  
The responsibilities of the Commission / ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ DǊƻǳǇ /ƘŀƛǊǇŜǊǎƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ όΧύ ά Assist the Local Organising Committee of 
ICCs to manage the Programme for each ICC. This may involve responding to requests for comment 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 status of submissions (accepted 
refereed, submitted papers, posters), and monitor corrections after review. Commission / Working Group Chairs will also be 
expected to chair technical sessions during ICCs.έ 
 
STATUTES OF THE INTERNATIONAL CARTOGRAPHIC ASSOCIATION άThe official languages are French and English. Other 
additional languages may be used if the necessary translation facilities can be provided.έ 

Figure 4: Extracts of ICC Guidelines for the review and selection process 

We had to propose a solution with a very large 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 abstracts of a theme 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 Total Total English % English Total French % French 
Category 1 245 209 85.3 36 14.7 
Category 2 564 462 81.9 102 22.1 
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:  

 The core international scientific committee SC2 is composed of 40 experts from:  
o The ICA commission and working group chairs, some vice or co-chairs,  
o some from the EC and 4 international scientific experts for the themes not covered by the 

commissions at this time (data quality, information retrieval, toponyms, crowdsourcing, 
Bertin)  
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 The extended international scientific committee SC1 is composed of 74 experts from :  
o The EC of the ICA (10/74) 
o The ICA commission and working group chairs, vice or co-chairs (37/74) 
o Experts proposed by ICA chairs and the EC (27/74) 

 The French scientific committee FSC is composed of 33 experts coming from :  
o the French research network GdR MAGIS specialized in GIS (22/33) (http://magis.ecole-

navale.fr/) 
o Some researchers on cartography or image processing outside the GdR Magis (3/33) 
o Experts from partners institutions (IGN, IRD, BNF, SHOM) (8/33)  

 
Experts from SC1, SC2 and FSC were affected to specific themes according to the ICA commission or working 
group they are chairing or co-chairing and/or their 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.  
 

REVIEW  Nb of 
reviewers  
per paper 

Language Type of reviewers Total 
number 

of 
reviewer 

Total 
number of 
papers to 

review 

Average 
number of 
papers for 

one reviewer 

Max 
number of 
papers for 

one 
reviewer 

Category 1 2 English Reviewers from SC1 (and some 
experts from FSC if necessary) 

85 209 5 17 

Category 1 2 French  Reviewers from FSC (and SC1 
when they read French)  

25 36 3 7 

Category 2 Btw 2 and 
4  

English at least one from SC2 and one 
from FSC 

71 462 20 52 

Category 2 2 French 2 from FSC 21 102 5,5 14 
Category 3 Btw 2 and 

4 
English at least one from SC2 and one 

from FSC  
58 83 3 15 

Category 3 2 French 2 from FSC 21 18 1,5 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  
Temenoujka BANDROVA  
Miguel Angel BARNABÉ  
Manfred BUCHROITHNER  
Sébastien CAQUARD  
Patricio CARRASCO  
William CARTWRIGHT  
Nicholas CHRISMAN  
Derek CLARKE  
Peter COLLIER  
Josep-Lluis COLOMER  
Lex COMBER  
Antony COOPER  
Philippe DE MAYER  
Imre Josef DEMHARDT  
Jason DYKES  
Sara FABRIKANT  
David FAIRBAIRN  
David FORREST  
 

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  
Karel KRIZ  
Miljenko LAPAINE  
Jonathan LI  
Zhilin LI  
Elri LIEBENBERG  
Evangelos LIVIERATOS  
Christina LJUNGBERG  
Lucia LOVISON-GOLOB  
William A. MACKANESS  
Paulo MENEZES  
Liqiu MENG  
Takashi MORITA  
Sébastien MUSTIERE  

 

Itzhak OMER  
Ferjan ORMELING  
Karel PAVELKA  
Chris PERKINS  
Michael P. PETERSON  
Barbara PIATTI  
Alexander PUCHER  
Ross PURVES  
José Jesús REYES  
Stéphane ROCHE  
Anne RUAS  
Tiina SARJAKOSKI  
Monika SESTER  
Kira B. SHINGAREVA  
Daan STREBE  
Vladimir TIKUNOV  
Tim TRAINOR  
Maria TSAKIRI-STRATI  
Lynn USERY  
Corné VAN ELZAKKER  
Robert WEIBEL  
Alexander WOLODTSCHENKO  
Xiaojun YANG  
James ZIMBELMAN  
Wieslawa ZYSZKOWSKA  

Table 7 Composition of the International scientific committee (SC1) 
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Jean-Paul BORD  
Alain BOUJU  
Bénédicte BUCHER  
Elisabeth CHESNEAU  
Hervé CHEVILLOTTE  
Sidonie CHRISTOPHE  
Christophe CLARAMUNT  
Paule-Annick DAVOINE  
Thomas DEVOGÈLE  
Cécile DUCHÊNE  
Mauro GAIO  

Jean-Christophe GAY  
Jérôme GENSEL  
Elisabeth HABERT  
Catherine HOFMANN  
Thierry JOLIVEAU  
Didier JOSSELIN  
Robert LAURINI  
François LECORDIX  
Thérèse LIBOUREL  
Olivier LOISEAUX  
Hervé MARTIN  

Annabelle MAS  
Hélène MATHIAN  
Gilles PALSKY  
Nicolas PAPARODITIS  
Olivier PARVILLERS  
Cyril RAY  
Didier RICHARD  
Hélène RICHARD  
Sylvie SERVIGNE  
Marlene VILLANOVA  
Christiane WEBER  

Table 8 Composition of the 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). Increasing 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 theme is not homogeneous (see table 8) and that the number 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ Ŧƛǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ǎǳōƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎΦ !ǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ Ƴŀƴȅ 
ǇŀǇŜǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ά{Ǉŀǘƛŀƭ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎέΣ άaŀǇΣ DL{ ŀƴŘ !ǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άaŀǇǇƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǎŀǘŜƭƭƛǘe 
ƛƳŀƎŜǊȅέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŎƻǊŜ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ L/! ŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǘƻ LD¦ ƻǊ L{tw{ ŎƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎΣ 
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 

call 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 should notice that the PCO did a wonderful job to minimise this 

difficulty.  

 
Figure 5: Number of long papers in English per reviewers  

4.6 Submission and selection 

The following table 9 illustrates the submission per theme and per category. The colour green indicates 
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 surprising; 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 on 101)  
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Global selection rate (on 910 submissions)  
- Oral    58%     (532 on 910) 
- Poster   37%    (333 on 910) 
- Reject   5%       ( 45 on 910) 

Paper publication    8,9%  ( 81 on 910) 

Submission 

in October 

2010 in long 

paper 

category (1)

Submission 

in October 

2010 in 

abstract 

category (2)

Submission 

in October 

2010 in 

Poster 

Category (3)

Total 

Submission 

% 

submission 

 / other 

themes

% long 

paper in 

this theme

T0 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 Services 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 GeoInformation 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 GI 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%  
Table 9: Submission by themes 

 
 
The selection was done mainly according 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.  
- For category 1 : 

Á all papers having a mark equal or bigger than 4 has been selected for paper publication.  
Á 4 papers having 3.5 have been added according to the good values and good comments of other 

criteria (see section 4.4) but 2 of them  
Á 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) : 

Á all papers having a mark strictly bigger than 2.5 have been selected (400 papers) 
Á papers having a mark between 2.5 and 2.25 have been analyzed one by one according to other 

evaluation criteria (marks and comments from reviewers) 
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- For category 3 (poster and digital publication) : 
Á All papers having a mark equal or bigger than 1 were accepted 
Á All papers having a mark strictly smaller than 0.5 were rejected 
Á For other papers, comments were examined.  

 
o  

Category Number of 
papers 

selected** 

Theoretical 
mark range 

Minimum 
value 

(0 to 6) 

Maximum 
Value 

(0 to 6) 

Average value 

Category 1 ς Oral 
&Journals 

16 ]4-6] 4.5 5.5 4.8 

Category 1 ς oral & 
Springer 

65*  ]4-6] 3.5 6 4.5 

Category 2 ς Oral and 
digital publication 

451 ]2-4] 2.25 4 3.2 

Category 3- Poster and 
Digital publication 

333 ]0-2] 0.5 2.5 1.74 

Table 10: Mark values for selection per category 
 

*on 65 papers only 61 have been published, the authors did not send their papers for final publication 

** Score:  

- 6: Strong acceptance for oral presentation and journal publication (category 1) 
- 5: Acceptance for oral presentation and journal publication (category 1) 
- 4 : Strong acceptance for oral presentation and digital publication(category 1 and 2) 
- 3: Acceptance for oral presentation and digital publication(category 1 and 2) 
- 2: Strong acceptance for poster and digital publication ((category 1 and 2) 
- 1: Acceptance for poster and digital publication(category 1 and 2) 
- 0: Reject(category 1 and 2) 

 
 

      
Figure 6 Scientific and posters Sessions - ICC2011 ς © CFC ς Firas Bessadok 

 
The following table 11 presents the results of the final program per theme and per category.   
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Submission 

 in long 

paper 

category (1)

Submission  

  in abstract 

category (2)

Total 

submission 

for oral 

presentation

oral 

presentation 

in the final 

program*

% of oral 

presentation 

Submission 

in Poster 

Category (3)

 posters 

from 

category 1, 

2 and 3**

T0 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 GeoInformation 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%)  
Table 11: Papers in the final program per category 

 

 

4.7 From acceptation to paper 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 different 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 difficulties 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 another full one by the journal editors.  

We found an agreement with The Cartographic Journal (Ken Field) and Cartographica (Nigel Waters) but not 

with CaGis which wished other selection rules and had time constraints. Themes were discussed during the 

editors meetings in Orlando (November2010). 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, a specific contract was signed between A. Ruas and Springer.  Advances in Cartography and 

GIScience. Selection from ICC 2011, Paris in 2 volumes. ²Ŝ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛŎŜ ƻŦ олϵ ǇŜǊ н ǾƻƭǳƳŜǎΣ ŦƻǊ плл 

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 on the digital 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 entitled "TITLE" has been accepted by the Scientific 

Committee for an ORAL PRESENTATION rise to the occasion of the 25th International Cartographic 

Conference which will be held at the Palais des Congrès 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 and read the important advices given by the Scientific Committee.  

Your paper refereed on long text will be published in the Journal: Cartographica / Cartographic Journal / Springer 

Proceedings. 

So you will receive also very soon an email directly from the Journal: Cartographica Journal / Cartographic Journal 

/ Springer Proceedings in which you will be informed about the specified guidelines required for publishing.  

Your paper refereed on long text will have to be written in ENGLISH and improved thanks to the advices given by 

the Scientific Committee and if there are no advice, you will be asked to deliver the most up to date version. 

IMPORTANT: We remind you that any publication (in journals, paper or digital proceedings) is not possible if you 

are not registered to the conference. Please note that registration, travel and accommodation remain at your own 

charge. 

So, if you did not register yet, please register now by clicking on the following link: 

http://www.icc2011.fr/registration-and-invitation/online-registration-and-registration-form/ 

Moreover, for this particular acceptance of paper, you will have to submit also an abstract in ENGLISH of your paper 

(at least 2000 characters and must not exceed 3000 characters, spaces not included) at the beginning of January 

and before February 15th in order to be referenced in the digital proceeding of the ICA. 

Figure 7: Instruction for the authors  

4.8 The Scientific program (including posters) 

The program of the oral session has been done according to themes and keywords (see table 3) to build 

homogeneous sessions, respecting ς as far as possible ς the following constraints:  

 480 oral presentations registered (on 532 selected), 

 124 sessions of  90 minutes were available in 5 days in potentially 8 parallel sessions (see table 12), 

 a session should contain 4 papers (4*124 = 496),  

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

 Close themes should not occur at the same time, 

 French only speakers should be clusters in the room with French-English translation without making 

a French speaker conference (only one room had a double translation the 7 others were in English),  

 The program should be scientifically interesting from the first to the very last day. 

http://www.icc2011.fr/registration-and-invitation/online-registration-and-registration-form/
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Nature of session Number of sessions required 

Oral presentations 124 

SAGEO conference 4 

NMA day 4 

General Assembly  5 

New commission chairs meeting 1 

Meeting of a new commission  1 

Walk-in Open Source (8h30-10h) 3 

Closing ceremony 1 

Total (8h30 ς 17h)  143 

  
Opening ceremony (amphitheatre)  1 

  
Business meeting (17h-18h)  29 

Round table on Jacques Bertin (17h-19h) 1 

Speed presenting (17h-19h) 1 

Film Projection (17h-19h) 1 

Other ICA meetings (17h-19H)* 3 

Total (17h-19h)  35 

*Journal editor meeting; sister society meeting, ICA-IGU meeting on Toponomatics; Body of knowledge ICA/ISPRS/AGILE 

Table 12: Number of rooms used for the conference 

Topic clustering 

In order to make the program, we first count the number of sessions per theme (see tables 11 and 14) and 

cluster themes together into main topics (see table 13) in order to build a general program (see table 15).  

 

TOPICS ICC2011 themes

1

T0 Jacques Bertin work; T1: Semiotics, map perception, cognition and knowledge;  T2 

Colors, Signs and Typography on paper and digital maps; T5: Art, Culture and 

Cartography; T14: Mapping and Spatial awareness for disabled people  and Cartography 

; 

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

4;5

T8: Location Based Services and Ubiquitous Cartography; T9: Volunteered geo info, 

Crowdsourcing, Critical Cartography; T13: Use and User Issues

6

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

GeoInformation retrieval

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

8 T12: Spatio-Temporal modelling and issues (3D, simulation); T15: Geospatial analysis

9 NMA DAY 

10

T21:Map and GeoDB Production Techniques ; T30: Marine, Military and Topographic 

Cartography; T32: Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB;T33:  Map Projection 

11

T20 - Mapping from Satellite Imagery; T16 - Maps, GIS & Sustainable development; T17 - 

Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters; T18 - Maps, GIS & Society; T19 - Maps, GIS & Security

12

T25 - Digital Technologies and Cartographic Heritage; T26 - History of Cartography and 

GI Science; T23 - Intellectual Property Rights and Economical issues

13

T27 - National and Regional Atlases; T28 - Mountain Cartography; T29 - Planets and 

space catography; T31 - Census and other thematic maps

14

T34 - Education and Training; T35 - Cartography and Children; T36 - The profession of 

Cartographer

15 SAGEO  
Table 13: Rooms used for the conference in 6 days 
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Main topic

oral 

presentation 

in the final 

program

oral 

presentation 

in the final 

program

T0 Jacques Bertin w ork 6

T1 Semiotics, map perception, cognition and know ledge 30

T2 Colors, Signs and Typography on paper and digital maps 8

T5 Art, Culture and Cartography 14

T14 Mapping and Spatial aw areness for disabled people 8

T20 Mapping from Satellite Imagery 18

T16 Maps, GIS & Sustainable development 12

T17 Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters 18

T18 Maps, GIS & Society 12

T19 Maps, GIS & Security 4

T21 Map and GeoDB Production Techniques 26

T30 Marine, Military and Topographic Cartography 11

T32 Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB 10

T33 Map Projections 11

T25 Digital Technologies and Cartographic Heritage 28

T26 History of Cartography and GI Science 18

T3 GeoVisualisation, Augmented and Virtual Reality 24

T11 Generalisation and Multi-scale Representation 20

T13 Use and User Issues 23

T9 Volunteered geographic information, Crow dsourcing and Critical Cartography 11 41

T8 Location Based Services and Ubiquitous Cartography 7

T27 National and Regional Atlases 12

T28 Mountain Cartography 11

T29 Planets and space catography 7

T31 Census and other thematic maps 11

T12 Spatio-Temporal modelling and issues (3D, simulation) 11

T15 Geospatial analysis 25

T6 SDI, Standards, Ontologies, Integration 20

T7 Data quality 12

T4 Maps and the Internet 16

T22 Open Source Technology and Web Services 8

T10 GeoInformation retrieval 4

T34 Education and Training 13

T35 Cartography and Children 9

T36 The profession of Cartographer 2

64

Production 58

History 46

Representation

36

41

24

44

Thematic map

Education

66

28

32

Semiotic

Internet

Sharing data

Data Analysis

Applications

Users

 
Table 14: Main topic in the final program (oral presentations only) 

 

Scientific program: 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 according to constraints (table 15).  

 

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 program to saǘƛǎŦȅ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊΩǎ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦ   
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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
Volunteered geo info, Crowdsourcing
Location Based Services 
Maps and the Internet
Open Source  Web Services
GeoInformation retrieval
SDI, Standards, Ontologies, Integration
Data quality
NMA
Map and GeoDB Production Techniques 
Marine, Military and Topographic 
Toponyms on Maps and on GeoDB
Map Projections
Geospatial analysis
Spatio-Temporal modelling and issues 
Mapping from Satellite Imagery
Maps, GIS & Hazards and Disasters
Maps, GIS & Society
Maps, GIS & Security 
Maps, GIS & Sustainable development
Digital Technologies; Carto Heritage
History of Cartography and GI Science
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  

Table 15: Overview on the program by topics and themes 

Session chairs 

The last part consisted in finding relevant chairs for each of the 124 sessions. Each commission chair has 

been contacted and was asked 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.  

Finally session chairs came from the ICA, the ICC2011 scientific committee, experts proposed by commission 

chairs and from the French scientific community (see table 16). Finding chairs took around three weeks. It 

has to be ready before the printing of the final program for clarity purposes.  

Session chair from ...  Number 

ICA (EC, Commission chairs) 36 

ICC2011 International scientific committee 12 

International experts proposed by ICA (EC, commission chairs) 22 

French expert s (GdR Magis, CFC, COGIT)  29 

Total 99 

Table 16: 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 11 and 13) and were display one full day (Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday), most of the time 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 in the morning (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 conference and authors 

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 the new 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 committees (international and French) are set (for the ICC2011 

2nd 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, CaGIS) 

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

- 22 December 2010 finalizing the contract with Springer Advances in Cartography and GIScience. 

Selection from ICC 2011, Paris. Volume 1 and Volume 2. 

- 10 January 2011  Publication of the results through the web site   

 

- 15 February 2011  Deadline for the final version of the papers (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 2011  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  Last 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 the NMA 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 sessions ς The final program is 

sent for printing 

4.10 The 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.  

 

Jean-Christophe Victor, son of Paul-Emile Victor (French Ethnologist 
and explorer), is an expert in international relationships. 
Anthropologist and diplomat, he created the LEPAC laboratory the 
Center for Political Studies and Cartographic Analysis. He gave an 
hour presentation during the opening ceremony on the use of maps 
to analyze international subjects (see figure 8)  

Gilles Palsky is 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 Boullier is a sociologist, professor at Sciences-Po. He is 
specialized in the digital use and in cognitive technology. He gave a 
presentation on GIS and FolkMapping.  

Denise Pumain is 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 
Vautrin-Lud price in 2010 (international price in geography). She gave 
ŀ ƻƴŜ ƘƻǳǊ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ά¦Ǌōŀƴ {ȅǎǘŜƳǎ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎΣ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ 
ŀƴŘ ǎŎŀƭƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎέ  

 

 Figure 8 Jean Christophe Victor - 
ICC2011 ς © CFC ς Bernard Delbey 

 

 

In order to have an open discussion on Europe and Standardization, we also asked Athina Trakas, director of 
OGC-9ǳǊƻǇŜ ǘƻ ƎƛǾŜ ŀ ǘŀƭƪ ƻƴ ά¢ƘŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ƻŜƴ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ƛƴ {5L ŀƴŘ LƴǎǇƛǊŜέΦ  

4.12 The 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 follow each business 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 they will not 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 minutes. Each meeting lasts one hour, which was most of the time long enough 
although some commission chairs would have appreciate to stay a bit longer.  

4.13 SAGEO 

In order to attract French researcher in Geomatics, the LOC managed to include the French speaker annual 
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 to the ICC2011 (one day instead of 2). The selection of papers and the 
program have been defined by SAGEO scientific committee under the responsibility of Hélène Mathian and 
Didier Josselin. We wish to thank them again ς as well as the GdR MAGIS- for their very positive 
collaboration for organising SAGEO 2011 inside ICC2011 with all the constraints it generated.  

4.14 The NMA Day 

It is now a tradition to organise a National and Regional Mapping Agency Day during the ICC. It was advised 

to give an accurate program 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 EuroSDR association (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 

 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 

 Session 3 EuroSDR, giving an overview of EuroSDR activities 

 Session 4 Global initiative focusing on the united nations  

IGN-France International 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 to feel 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 change regularly in a random way. Sidonie Christophe was 

responsible to organise it. She also identified the research topics of the participants of Speed presenting 

meeting (see table 17).  
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Figure 9 Speed presenting session - ICC2011 ς © CFC ς Firas Bessadok 

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 assessment 

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

Co-visualisation

map-making and map use in a multi-actor 

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 facilitating 

knowledge construction in decision 

Schematisation of network-constrained 

movements Web services applied to old cartography

Generalisation (cartographic, etc.) SOM WebGIS

Geodata integration Space time cube design and usability Webmapping  
Table 17: Topics of the participants to the speed presenting session 

5- WORKSHOP BEFORE THE ICC2011 

The LOC is not supposed to organise the workshop of the ICA commissions but should help as far as possible. 

Moreover the EC encourages having commission workshops or tutorials organised just prior or after the ICC, 

in the same country, to encourage as many people as possible - including the commission chairs- to 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 principle was 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 demand the LOC found a free and equipped room with a contact person (From ICC2011 partners or 

French university) who helped organising the event.  

 

14 events occurred before the conference (13 in or near Paris and 1 in Orléans) and 2 during the conference.  

 12 workshops occurred before the conference, concerning 16 commissions and working group 

 2 tutorials occurred before the conference 

 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 quantity of person varies from one to another, but we estimate that workshops gathered around 335 

persons (see table 18). 

We should mention that organising these workshops is very time consuming and requires lots of 

organisation. We would recommend including workshops in the conference to maximise the efficiency.   

 

Workshop and tutorial  Estimate number of person 

History of cartography 16 

Looking to the future (cartography and children, Education and training, 

maps and the internet, Planetary Cartography, early warning)  

55 

User issues in public transport 24 

Generalisation-workshop 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 cartography 10 

Ubiquitous mapping 6 

Digital technologies-tutorial 20 

Generalisation-tutorial 32 

Open Source GIS  25-30 

TOTAL  ~335 

Table 18: ICA Workshop and Tutorial attendance prior or during the ICC2011  

6- THE ICC EXHIBITIONS  

During the conference, the traditional exhibitions were organized in close proximity to the conference 

rooms: technical exhibition with industrial, international maps exhibition and children maps exhibition. This 

proximity is an important condition for the exhibitions success and technical ŜȄƘƛōƛǘƻǊΩǎ satisfaction.   

! ƴŜǿ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘƛƻƴ ά!Ǌǘϧ /ŀǊǘƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŜέ ǿŀǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻƻ ǘƻ ŀǘǘŜƴŘŜŜǎ and to a less technical public in the 

city hall of Saint-Mandé.   

6.1 Technical exhibition 

This exhibition associated the conference partners (BnF, BRGM, IGN, IRD, SHOM) and the major industrial of 

geomatic. The space had been proposed since the previous conference in Santiago in Chile, with a document 

άPartnership GuideέΦ ¢ƘŜ t/h 9ǳǊƻǇŀ hǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ор ōƻƻǘƘǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜ ƻŦ орл Ƴ2 for partners, 

sponsors and exhibitors without corridors. The area used for exhibitions with corridors was about 1500m² 

and the total area including the registration area reached 3000m². The participants list and the map of booth 

are in figure 10. 
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The LOC had difficulties 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 France) and the comparison with other conferences in the same place (Palais des Congrès) but in 

other economic sectors is useless. Anyway, it appears that the prices proposed for platinium (45 ƪϵύ ŀƴŘ ƎƻƭŘ 

(30 ƪϵύ ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊǎƘƛǇ ǇŀŎƪŀƎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƻƻ ŜȄǇŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ companies of geomatic sector. Some companies 

indicated too that the duration of exhibition (5 days) is a high charge.  

The advantage of the chosen location (Palais des Congrès) is that it allowed us to put the technical exhibition 

inside the conference in order to ensure a real attendance of the visitor and conference attendee. We also 

voluntary put the lunch inside the technical exhibition location to maintain a high participation all day long.  

 
Figure 10: Maps of technical exhibition 

6.2 International Maps exhibition 

The procedure to exhibit maps was very similar to the previous one in Chile. The national members and 

affiliate members who wished to participate at the exhibition had to inform by email the LOC for their 

participation before the 1st April 2011 with the number of panels that they wished. The list of maps, atlases 

and globes with some information had to be sending before 1 of May 2011 to the LOC in a spreadsheet with 

different information:  

o For maps : Title, Type of material, Dimension, Authors, Published by, Publication date, Category, 

Brief abstract or additional comments (max 100 words)  

o For Atlas : Title, Dimension, Authors, Published by, Publication date, Category, Language, Brief 

abstract or additional comments (max 100 words)  

o For Globes : Title, Type of material, Dimension, Authors, Published by, Publication date, Category, 

Language, Brief abstract or additional comments (max 100 words)  


