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or Geographic Information Systems. GIS is best described as using computer programs to create maps but the Woody Wetlands Woody Wetlands
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phenomena without being in direct contact with it, typically with a camera or sensor on a satellite or airplane. NLCD Fact Sheet- USGS Tony Bedogne, GISE, EMU GIS lecturer, City of Ypsilanti Planning Commissioner,
This data can then be geocoded to be used in a GIS. National Land Cover Database— Multi Resolution Land Consortium Washtenaw Coun{y Water Resources Commission GIS Technician
Urban planning is a technical and political process focused on regulating human land use for the protection of Robert Keast, fellow EMU student
the environment and public well-being. Urban planning theory was the basis of my interpretation and conclu-
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