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Developing a Collaborative OGIS by Integrating GIS with Office Automation

Chen Jun Jiang Jie
(National Geomatics Center of China Beijing 100044) (Urban GIS Center of Changzhou Municipality Changzhou 213003)
Jin Shuping Yan Ronghua
(National Geomatics Center of China Beijing 100044)

Abstract The process of reviewing urban construction & land use applications is a collaborative work
by a group of urban planners and land managers who are located in different geographic locations (rooms)
within the organisation. There are three ingredients for improving work efficiency; 1i.e., agile
communication & interactivemechanisms, good information, effective processing and visualizing tools. In
order to implement a computer supported collaborative work (CSCW) system in the urban planning and
land administration organisation, it is necessary to integrate GIS with office automation(OA)and develop
federated databases. To make the system operational, efforts are made in reengineering the work flow
and the structure of the organisation, as well as in developing visual interfaces for the end users. The
software behaviour was taken into account in the system design process by integratiﬂg the mixed textural
and spatial data flow with control flow. Due to the introduction of collaborative building reviewing,
planners and administrators are able to perform their day-to-dag work in a logical manner. In this way,
the efficiency has been improved.

Key words Office GIS, Collaborative building reviewing, Visualizing software behavior, Database
schema integration



