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Attachment 10
Action Items
1. Initial Activities

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor, opened the meeting at 0830 on 20 August 2001.  The following national bodies and delegates were present: 


Germany:
Mr. I. Grieger



Mr. E. Heinichen


Japan:
Mr. K. Fujimura


Korea:
Mr. H. Kimn


United Kingdom:
Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor



United States:

Mr. S. Carson, Document Editor
Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat




Mr. R. Cox



Mr. L. Hembree

Mr. P. Foley



Mr. R. Puk, Document Editor

      No one attended from TC 211.

      The following were present as representatives of the Category C liaison SEDRIS™ Organization:

Mr. P. Berner



Ms P. Gravitz

Mr. P. Birkel, Document Editor
Mr. F. Mamaghani, Document Editor





Mr. T. Elio

      Mr. G. Wiehagen was present as the representative of the Category C liaison Simulation 

      Interoperability Standards Organization (SISO)

The complete list of participants with their addresses is included as Attachment 1.

1.2 Procedures

a. The meeting agenda, as included in the meeting announcement (WG 8 N0159), was reviewed and found to require amendments. The final agenda, which reflects as closely as possible how the meeting progressed, is included as Attachment 2. 

b. The minutes of the Seventh Working Group 8 meeting held in Lake Tahoe, Nevada, (WG 8 N0152) were approved as presented.

2. Convenor’s Report

a. Mr. Cogman presented his Convenor’s Report. (See attachment 3). 

b. As part of the discussions during Mr. Cogman’s report, the group concurred that it again recommend to SC 24, the establishment of Category C relationships with the Digital Geographic Information Working Group (DGIWG) and the International Hydrographic Organization (IHO). 

c. During the report, Mr. Foley (WG 8 Co-Liaison to TC 211) noted that the Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) cannot conform to DIS 19110. He said TC 211 intends to generate a technical amendment which will allow for the EDCS to conform, but a final decision in that regard will need to be made at its meeting in October.

d. The group agreed that a response is required to the Canadian NB comment on the EDCS. (See slide four of attachment 3.) The response will suggest the use of a registry instead of code. It was noted that when the EDCS references a code, it precisely references a particular version of the Feature Attribute Coding Catalogue. Mr. Cogman will prepare and send the response to Ms. Waddell, of the Canadian NB.

3. National body reports

None

4. Liaison organization reports

None

5. Editors’ reports

The EDCS Editors’ report was deferred to EDCS discussions in item 5 below.  Messrs. Puk and Mamaghani reported they now expect to have the fourth working draft of SEDRIS, part 1 available 7 September. This will only allow roughly one and a half month’s review. There was no report from the language bindings editor. Mr. Puk said that no work had been done since the last meeting.

6. Appointment of committee to draft recommendations to SC 24

Mr. Cogman appointed himself and Messrs. Carson, and Foley, to draft the recommendations coming out of this meeting to SC 24. Mr. Gifford made the final revisions as posted to the document register.

7. Environmental Data Coding Standard (EDCS) (WD 18025)

7.1 Editors’ report 
Messrs. Birkel and Carson reviewed their EDCS Editors’ report originally presented at meeting #7 in Lake Tahoe. (WG 8 N0158) This report detailed what was and was not accomplished in development of working draft five. 

7.2 EDCS definitions

Mr. Carson led a discussion on the creation of EDCS definitions and the problems encountered in doing so. See attachment 4. He pointed out that WG 8 has some conflicts to resolve. He said there are three conflicting goals (see slide seven).  Mr. Foley suggested that it might be a good idea to include performance data as part of the definition. It was also pointed out that “i.e.” should not be used either. If you have to use “ i.e.”, then your definition isn’t good enough. The use of “e.g. “ is also to be avoided. Mr. Foley said WG 8’s obligation is to be sure the concept is clear. It was pointed out that 90 percent of the issues fall within the guidelines. The others need to be handled on a case-by-case basis. The group concurred that it needs a consistent set of guidelines and that they be followed. Mr. Berner accepted an action to write a rationale for each of the guidelines to provide background on why they are needed. Mr. Foley said that the EDCS should not force someone to have to go to a reference, i.e., the standard should be clear enough that the coder knows what is being talked about. Therefore, the user should not be hampered by not having all the references. Mr. Cox asked if the guidelines should list an order of precedence for references. The group agreed that technical references should be higher level than the New Shorter Oxford English Dictionary. It was also pointed out that there could be difficulties to resolve when two authoritative organizations conflict with each other.  The editors offered to put together alternatives to some of the problems raised and present them during the meeting later in the week. These alternatives were presented on 24 August following the conclusion of the review of comments. See attachment 5,  slides four and six through eight. They also accepted an action to develop a checklist or decision tree for development of definitions to be registered. 

7.3 EDCS Concepts

Mr. Carson provided background on the problems he has with WD 5 and the nature of the comments he had submitted on WD 5. See attachment 6.

7.4 Review of Comments

a. The group reviewed 5 436 comments submitted by the national bodies of Japan, Korea, the United Kingdom, and the United States and the SEDRIS liaison organization. Mr. Cogman noted that the large number of comments was due partly to the catalogue nature of the EDCS and partly to the fact that comments were requested to be 'atomic', i.e., one comment for each changed item. To facilitate reviewing the comments, the editors prepared a spreadsheet that combined all the comments. This facilitated the grouping (binning) of comments according to topic. The spreadsheet is included as a Microsoft Excel file that is hyperlinked to marked versions of the comments submitted by each organisation. See attachment 5, slide 2, and attachment 7. Please note that comments which were rejected without any related action being taken are so marked in the spreadsheet; many nominally rejected comments resulted in related changes which were captured and will be applied by the editors in due course. Where possible the editors binned the comments into groups. They are as follows.

A -- most of the general (Gxxx) comments
B – P. Birkel IHO and FACC refinements
C – S. Carson country code refinements (in UK comments)
D -- comments on definitions of abstract sets 
E -- various comments that just change or add EG assignments
F – S. Carson comments on structured English definitions; SEDRIS comments on
generalization/specialization
G -- other new and revised definitions 

H-- set of "composite ECs" defined with a label that includes  OR. There are several problems with these ECs

J – Missing ECs and EAs

M – Concepts relating to the use of maps, mainly imported from the cartographic domain

· comments on the main body text

· comments on table entries that overlap or that might be controversial

· editorial comments.

b. The official response document, Consolidated Responses to Comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18025, Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) is available on the WG 8 document register (WG 8 N0173).

8. Review of third working draft of Spatial Reference Model Binding to C (WD 18042)

The group reviewed comments from the Japanese, Korean, and U.S. national bodies. The official response document, Consolidated Responses to Comments on the Third Working Draft of ISO/IEC WD 18042, Spatial Reference Model Binding to C, is available on the WG 8 document register (WG 8 N0171).
9. Confirmation of the dates and place for upcoming WG 8 meetings
a. The next WG 8 meeting, #9, will be held in Amsterdam, 7 – 11 November. The group will review comments on SEDRIS part 1 (ISO/IEC 18023) WD 4, its language binding (ISO/IEC 18024) WD 3, and the EBV proposed additions to the EDCS.

b. The group will meet in Santa Fe, New Mexico for its tenth meeting, 17 – 21 February 2002 to review comments SRM WD 6, SRM LB WD 4, and SEDRIS pt. 2 WD 1.

c. The group will meet in Cochem, Germany for its eleventh meeting, 15 – 19 April 2001 to review comments on the committee drafts of the EDCS and its language binding.

d. The group will meet in London, England for its twelfth meeting13 – 20 June 2002,  concurrent with other SC 24 working groups and immediately prior to the SC 24 Plenary,  to review SEDRIS pt.1 WD 5, SEDRIS LB WD 5, and SEDRIS pt 3 WD 1.

10.   EDCS comment review process

The group discussed the guidelines used by most of the organizations in submitting their comments on EDCS WD 5. While some organizations reported problems in complying with the guidelines, the editors seemed to feel the guidelines were helpful in preparing the comments for review at this meeting. They said it would several weeks before they would have a firm opinion on the usefulness of the guidelines in editing the comments into the documents. In the meantime, the group agreed that national bodies should be requested to use the guidelines in their preparation and submission of comments on the CD.

11.   Incorporation of enumeration and bit-encoded values (EBVs) into the EDCS

Mr. Foley presented a report and comment proposal on 3D Models/Enumeration and Bit-encoded Values. See attachment 8 for his presentation. The proposal, Representative Mapping of Entity and Bit-Encoded Value (EBV) Specification content to the EDCS, has been posted to the document register as WG 8 N0170. The NBs and LOs are requested to use the same guidelines used in the review of EDCS WD 5 to prepare their comments. The comments are due to the Secretariat by 19 October. It is planned that this content, if approved at the Amsterdam meeting, will be included in the committee draft of the EDCS to be submitted in early December 2001.

12.   Presentation on religion related concepts 

Mr. Carson made a proposal on what world religions should be included in the EDCS at this time. See attachment 5, slide three and attachment 9. Two lists were proposed for the general classification of world religions, but neither was considered acceptable. It was agreed that most politically acceptable choice would be to use the shorter list, but with the addition of ;

Native traditional practices (???)

No accepted belief (???)

13.   Presentation on Qualitative and Normative References

Mr. Carson made a presentation regarding normative, qualitative and informative referencing. See attachment 5, slides five and nine. The purpose of the presentation was to inform the Working Group of the material it is intended to discuss at the JSG on Spatial Standardization meeting to be held in Geneva on 17, 18 September 2001.

14.   Recommendations to SC 24 

Mr. Carson reviewed, and the group approved, the recommendations to SC 24, posted to the document register as WG 8 N0172. 
15.   Action Items

The group reviewed and updated the actions from previous meetings. They are merged with the action items from this meeting and included as attachment 10. Action items beginning as 01- are from meeting #1. Action items beginning with 02- are from meeting #2 and so forth. Items shaded grey were closed as part of this meeting. Items missing from the list were closed at previous meetings. Actions assigned at this meeting include items 08-01 through 08-43. 

16.   Programme of Work

The amount of work continues to press the limited resources WG 8 has. It is impractical to process the comments for two major documents at a single five-day meeting. Each organization has insufficient resources to devote. In addition, the editors for the EDCS are also editors for the SRM. Both of these standards require the full attention of the editors as they are being worked. As a result, the effort keeps extending to later dates. The group agreed to the following new dates:

SEDRIS pt. 1, WD 4 to be available for review 7 September.

SEDRIS pt. 2, WD 1 to be available for review in January 2002.

SEDRIS pt. 3, WD 1 to be available for review in April 2002

EDCS CD, to be available for review in December 2001

EDCS LB CD, to be available for review in January 2002.

SRM WD 6, to be available for review in November 2001, with CD available in April 2002.

SRM LB WD 4, to be available for review in December 2001, with CD available in May 2002.

Mr. Gifford accepted an action to update the complete programme of work and post to the WG 8 e-mail reflector.

17.   Close

Mr. Cogman adjourned the meeting at noon, 24 August 2001. 
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	Armed Forces Training Systems, Inc.
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+1 407-677-0153 x238

fax +1 407-678-1854
	tim_gifford@sedris.org
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	AEgis Technologies
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Orlando, FL 32826

+1 407-380-5001

fax +1 407-380-7902
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Pfaffenwaldring 27

70550 Stuttgart, Germany
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Attachment 2

ISO/IEC JTC 1 SC 24 WG 8 Meeting #8

Palm Springs, California - 20 – 24 August 2001

Agenda
1. Welcome (0830 on 20 August 2001)


2. Roll call and introductions

3. Adoption of agenda 

4. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting (WG 8 N0152)

5. Convenor’s report

6. Editor’s reports


Note: EDCS Editor’s report deferred to EDCS discussions

7. Appointment of committee for drafting SC24 Recommendations

8. Environmental Data Coding Standard (EDCS) (WD 18025) 

· Editor’s Report – P. Birkel & S. Carson

· EDCS Definitions – S. Carson

· Background to various categories of my comments on WD 5 – S. Carson - 2 hours 

· Review of Comments

9. Review of third working draft of Spatial Reference Model Binding to C (WD 18042)

10. Confirm the dates and place for the next WG 8 meeting 

11. Agenda items resulting from review of WDs

· EDCS comment review process to include guideline revisions, if necessary

12. Report and comment proposal on 3D Models/Enumeration and Bit-encoded Values – P. Foley – 45 minutes

13. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24

14. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings (WG 8 N0152)

15. Review new action items

16. Review the Programme of Work

17. Close (by 1700 on Friday, 24 August 2001)
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Action Items Status

	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned To
	Due Date
	Complete
	Comment
	E-mail Ref.

	01-01
	Glossary for SEDRIS Part 1
	Tim Gifford

Rob Cox
	10-Dec-99
Clause 4 draft
	
	Expected 7-Feb-00

Rough, incomplete, draft now completed 13-Mar-00

Needs input and review from SEDRIS core team

Core team will work this. Dependent on Clause 4.

2-May-00:  D. Shen (SEDRIS core team) to provide to document editor by 10 June.

26-June-00: R. Cox e-mail stating this activity will be completed after draft of Clause 4 is received.
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	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned to
	Due
	Done
	Comment

	02-03a

02-03b
	Initiate discussion on the impact of multiple languages and create SCR as appropriate.

Identify international participants to propose solution to the multiple language issue.
	Berner 

Carson
	21-Jan-00

01-Mar-00
	04-Feb-00

24-Aug-01
	Determine what to specify in DRM re: encoding scheme and how to support multiple languages and locale awareness.

SCR-pdb-016 

ISO-proposed multiple-byte characters for abstract, to support non-Latin alphabet characters (e.g., Cyrillic, Japanese, etc.)

15-Nov-00 Carson e-mail. This is not complete but decision has been made to use Unicode.

28-Nov-00 Mtg. 5 We are using UTF 8 for encoding of the text.

02-Mar-01 Will be resolved as part of the next draft of SEDRIS standard.

24-Aug-01 still open. P. Berner and D. Puk to get together and review work that has been accomplished

	02-14
	Section 5.2.4.53 SE-SEARCH_VALUE_TYPE_ENUM needs comments.
	Mamaghani Clause 4 team
	15-Feb-00 
	
	Ties in with search filters and the clause 4 discussion on searching.

30-Nov-00 The search boundary comments have been cleaned up but search filter types remain to be completed.

	02-16B
	Feed comments back into ISO doc. 
	Puk
	Next draft
	
	

	02-21
	Generate SCR for 5.2.5.7 Allow reading of GIF and add PNG, move GIF to optional things because of possibility of royalties.
	Carswell/

assigned to SEDRIS
	21-Jan-00
	13-Jun-01
	Discuss at SAM 15

4-Jul-00 Deferred at SAM 15 to SAM 16.

30-Nov-00 Has been on hold due to release 3.0 activities. An SCR needs to be generated.

13-Jun-01 now moot due to SDRM changes using URNs.

	02-22
	Recommend which sound and image formats to include and which to treat as options.
	Carswell & Berner
	21-Jan-00



	13-Jun-01
	Discuss at SAM 15

4-Jul-00 Deferred at SAM 15 to SAM 16

30-Nov-00 This item remains open. See URN/ITR issues

15-Feb-01 e-mail from P. Berner. Still open.

02-Mar-01 P. Berner will work at revising a list.

02-Jun-01 P. Berner e-mail stating the sound and Browse Graphic classes will use a SEDRIS urn to identify the resources. The urn's will use a SEDRIS registered tag to identify the format type. He wondered why this is EDCS concern. He said he could not find sound/graphic format enumerations in WD5 baseline.

	02-24
	Re-synchronise section 5.2.5.11 with existing SEDRIS.
	Puk
	Next draft
	
	2-May-00:  Waiting for sapphire release for this. (e-mail from R. Cox)



	02-36
	Generate SCR discussion re: adding "Index Range" type -- added for SE_DATA_TABLE_EXTENTS by working draft.
	Berner & Carswell
	04-Feb-00
	
	6 Apr 00 Deferred to post-Sapphire release. (Carswell e-mail dated 6 Apr 00)

2-May-00:  Concept agreed to.  SCR will be written. E-mail from R. Cox.

4-Jul-00 Still to be done after Sapphire. (WG 8 Paris)

30-Nov-00 remains open

15-Feb-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating that this change was briefed at SAM 15.  A corresponding SCR will be issued before next DRM/API release.

02-Mar-01 When SCR is approved, a recommendation based on it will be posted to WG 8.

02-Jun-01 P. Berner e-mail stated this is still open.

	02-44
	Clarify usage of 5.5.3 in standard.
	Puk
	Next draft
	
	Deferred to error handling discussion

Awaiting redesign of error processing mechanism. (e-mail from Puk dated 6 Apr 00)

2-May-00:  Discuss last day of SAM (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk stating the error handling discussion is still pending

4-Jul-00 Deferred to post-Sapphire (Paris meeting)

	02-45
	Section 5.3.4.139 -- revert to current SEDRIS usage.
	Puk
	Next draft
	
	2-May-00:  update when get sapphire data dictionary (e-mail from R.Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk stating it is still pending.

28-Jun-00 This is dependent on the next release of SEDRIS that is anticipated any day. (T. Gifford)

	02-56
	Need to incorporate new (SEDRIS 2.5.3) "meta-data" functions into binding for EDCS.
	Puk Carson & Birkel
	Next draft
	
	Add to EDCS std.

This has been put aside to focus on Sapphire critical work.  Will continue work on it after release of Sapphire.  However in the meantime there have been a lot of revisions to the actual data items, so we will have to revisit any interface and update. (Birkel e-mail dated 10 Apr 00)

2-May-00:  No action at this time (e-mail from R. Cox)

27-Jun-00 e-mail from P. Birkel stating more work is needed before a proposal can be made. Will have to wait until after the WG 8 Paris meeting.

14-Nov-00 Birkel e-mail. No work was accomplished in this area for WD4.  The SEDRIS Organization plans to put together a design as part of the next 
Associates-release.  That design will be made available to WG8 at the Stuttgart meeting; he expects that SEDRIS organization will be able to submit that design as part of the its inputs well prior to the 14-day advance deadline for the Stuttgart meeting.

15-Nov-00 Carson e-mail stating this should be an action for D. Puk.

15_Nov-00: Puk e-mail stating he put in only the functions found in the EDCS standard. If the meta-data functions are there in the current draft, he stated he would put them in the next draft of the EDCS Binding to C.

30-Nov-00 The meta-data functions are not yet in the API.

	02-63
	Update 7.4.1 with current SEDRIS listing.
	Puk

Carson
	Next draft
	
	2-May-00:  Moved into SRM.  Actionee should be S. Carson (e-mail from R. Cox)

4-Jul-00: reassigned to S. Carson during Paris meeting.

15-Nov-00: Carson e-mail saying this was likely done as part of WD 4.

	02-68
	Make recommendation regarding the use of profiles as a means of expressing subsets of SEDRIS functionality.
	Berner, Birkel, & Carswell
	31-Mar-00
	
	27-Jun-00: e-mail from P. Birkel saying no work has been done to his knowledge.

4-Jul-00 P. Berner: Not yet discussed. Will be done after next SEDRIS release (Sapphire). (Paris)

30-Nov-00 still open

15-Feb-01 e-mail from P. Birkel. This action will be resolved in the next draft of SEDRIS, part 1

	02-72
	For section 4 (& Documentation Set for SEDRIS) document coplanar polygon methods -- here are techniques (fixed list, priority level, UoPG for subfacing) and what they mean
	MPI/ F. Mamaghani to oversee
	
	
	14-Nov-00 e-mail from R. Whittington saying that he still has not be able to address the item due to other priorities

08-Feb-01 e-mail from R. Whittington providing input illustrating the mapping of OpenFlight SubFaces to SEDRIS.

15-Feb-01 phone call from F. Mamaghani to T. Gifford saying this would be resolved in next release of SEDRIS, part 1.

	03-12
	Identify international reference for fonts. Refers to using text to label features. This refers to the <Text> class in the DRM.
	S. Carson
	1-Jun-00
	
	15-Nov-00: Carson e-mail noting this is now OBE in light of decision to use Unicode.

15-Nov-00: Puk e-mail stating it will be a problem to allow non-ISO646 characters in labels since no programming languages allow anything else in their constructs. He stated this needs to be discussed.

30-Nov-00 Item remains open.

02-Mar-01 still open

02-Jun-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating this action is still open.

25-Jul-01 e-mail from S. Carson ISO/IEC 9541-1:1991   Information technology -- Font information
interchange -- Part 1: Architecture
ISO/IEC 9541-1:1991/Amd 2:1998   Minor enhancements to the architecture to
address font technology advances
ISO/IEC 9541-1:1991/Amd 3:2000   Multilingual extensions to font resource
architecture

24-Aug-01 Still need to address specification of specific fonts and styles.

	03-13
	Define “environment” for use in Clause 4(s).
	F. Mamaghani
	15-May-00
	
	15-Feb-01 telephone call with F. Mamaghani and T. Gifford saying this item is still open.

02-Mar-01 to be re-submitted to reflector.

	03-16
	Create SCR for the creation of error codes. Determine error-handling mechanism for each of the standards. -
	R. Cox
	15-May-00
	04-Jun-01
	Raise this issue at SAM 15.

2-May-00:  Discuss last day of SAM 15 (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Cox stating that no progress has been made due to other priority with next SEDRIS release.

14-Nov-00 e-mail from R. Cox. No action yet.

30-Nov-00 This was on hold due to release 3.0 of SEDRIS. Adding functions to convert status codes to strings might be enough (exist in the implementation already). 

1-Dec-00 SEDRIS core team will discuss internally, then present to Associates at next SAM 17 in Jan 01.

04-Jun-01 R. Cox e-mail stating this is issue is moot based on the releases and all error codes are being investigated as the code is worked.

	04-07
	Review 19109 and 19119 review all to determine which ones are of interest.  Put relevant documents on WG8 doc register. See Roswell for help. 
	P. Foley
	18-July-00

(August 2001)


	
	1-Dec-00 Still open.

26-Feb-01 Report provided by. P. Foley. Will bring to resolution during the TC 211 meetings, week of 5 March 2001 in coordination with Dr. Charles Roswell, TC 211 Liaison to SC 24.

12 June 01: Still open 19109 as a 19100 series standards integrating document does not directly apply to the WG8 program of work. 19119 recent changes in TC211 have delayed final review.  Should complete with a posted set to WG8 by the August meeting.

ISO 19109: Geographic information – Rules for application schema

DIS
2001-07

FDIS
2001-09

IS
2001-11

ISO 19109 specifies rules for integrating components from other TC211 standards into a conceptual schema to support an application of geographic information (e.g., a database).  It provides a model for relating features to their attributes, relationships and operations. 

ISO 19119: Geographic information – Services

DIS
2001-05

FDIS
2001-11

IS
2002-01



	04-09
	Prepare white paper on how we are going to represent additional information about the data ( meta code or quality code.) This is dependent on the editor’s completion of draft of dis-continuous cases (enumerated and Boolean). Due two weeks before next WG mtg.
	P. Berner
	09-Sept-00
	13-Jun-01

24-Jul-01
	06-Sept-00 e-mail from Berner, “Meditations on Meta Data.”

25-Nov-00 e-mail from P. Berner stating he did not see that the relevant sections have changed and that he has not received any feedback on the pre-white paper (6- Sep-00 e-mail).

15-Feb-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating that he still has not received any feedback on the 6-Sep-00 e-mail.

29-Mar-01 e-mail from P. Berner re-posting his “Meditations on Meta Data”.

04-Apr-01 from J. Cogman to P. Berner in response to “Meditations on Meta Data”.

12-Apr-01 e-mail from P. Berner again asking for feedback on updated version of his 6-Sept-00 document which he posted to WG 8 reflector 29-Mar-01.

12-Apr-01 e-mail from L. Hembree agreeing with P. Berner’s proposal and responding to other questions.

12-Apr-01 e-mail from D. Puk providing feedback to P. Berner.

12-Apr-01 e-mail response from P. Berner to L. Hembree

12-Apr-01 e-mail response from P. Berner to D. Puk.

12-Apr-01 e-mail response from F. Mamaghani to D. Puk.

13-Apr-01 e-mail response from D.Puk to P. Berner.

13-Apr-01 e-mail response from D. Puk to F. Mamaghani.

13-Apr-01 e-mail response from P. Berner to D. Puk.

13-Apr-01 e-mail to WG 8 re: Selection vs. Enumeration.

13-Apr-01 e-mail from L. Hembree replying to P. Berner 12-Apr-01 e-mail. 

18-Apr-01 e-mail from S. Carson responding to P. Berner 12-Apr-01 e-mail.

13-Jun-01 P. Berner reports that he will draft the recommendations to circulate for review.

24-Jul-01 e-mail from P. Berner submitted recommendations for review at Palm Springs meeting as part of SEDRIS Organization comments.

	04-10


	Initiate discussion on e-mail regarding which use of XML is desired: 1) informative or normative annex; 2) embedded in the HTML body; 3) standalone; 4) an encoding as a separate standard. This regards finding a mechanism to present the contents of the EDCS tables such that they can be read by an XML-aware application. (this item clarified on 13-Jun-01 at meeting #7)
	S. Carson
	24-July-00
	13-Jun-01
	30-Nov-30 still open

09-Feb-01 still open

02-Jun-01 e-mails from both editors stating this is still open.

13-Jun-01 The group decided this should be pursued outside of WG 8 activities.

	06-05
	Recommend solution to the issue of storage types regarding integers vs. real numbers that has resulted from deletion of the term “numeric.” Add material to the concepts section of EDCS on how attribute values can be represented in various building blocks and how numeric becomes a composite of real number or integer. The suggestion would allow INTEGER to be tagged as such, and convert the remaining NUMERIC to type VARIANT.  Then determine, through the development of the converter, whether these NUMERIC types should be retained as REAL or captured as either REAL or VARIANT or something to this effect.

Examine EDCS type section and add the notion of storage types where “numeric” can be real or integer.  Note that not all computers have 32-bit words. Initiate discussion of this issue on the reflector.
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01/ 

19-Jun-01
	2-Jun-01 E-mail from P. Berner stating his  recommendations were made to the editors who refined them somewhat. He suggested their current version of "Data Type" should be circulated for
comment.

03-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating “As stated in an earlier reply, the Action Item06_05.doc suggestions on storage types have been adopted with improvements in the current draft, however ....
...the section entitled:"4.u.v Conventions for attribute type and value specifications" does not appear.  Obviously, some of the terms need to be updated (BOOLEAN->LOGICAL, etc.), but WG8 can't comment if it does not appear in the draft.

Editors: Is this:
a) an oversight?
b) a haven't-got-to-it-yet?
c) included in a draft I haven't seen,
d) a veto? or
e) other.” 

3-Jun-01 response to the above by S. Carson stating this should be discussed at the Lake Tahoe meeting.

13-Jun-01 first part is completed, i.e., provided as section 4.4.2 in WD 5. The group discussed and concurred with P. Berner’s idea to put forth a proposal in e-mail for comment before the August meeting.

19-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner submitting proposal.

	06-06
	Investigate ICE attributes. (ref: UK EDCS WD 4 comment T10 regarding table 6.27.) Examine these attributes and attempt to replace these external references and indices with better definitions. Provide results on the WG 8 reflector.
	V. Dobey
	01-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01
	04-Jun-01 e-mail from V. Dobey stating she has had computer problems and would try to finish this item soon.

13-Jun-01 moot. WD 5 is now out for review. The editors addressed this without the input.

	06-07
	Toward developing a better definition for table of SOURCE enumerants, locate a definition source (see US T145 EDCS WD 4) for table of enumerants and initiate discussion on reflector regarding the definition. 
	P. Foley
	22-Mar-01
	
	13-Jun-01 still open

	06-08
	Review ISO 19110 and 19106 in light of profiles and report on results to the WG 8 reflector. (Ref UK EDCS WD 4 comment T11)
	P. Foley
	22-Mar-01

(November 2001)
	
	12 June 2001: Open - anticipate posting to WG8 in November.  TC211 has delayed release of 19106 pending report of a special task group studying profiles.  19110 is to be initially implemented by profile of the DIGEST FACC as 19126, which has been delayed

ISO 19110: Geographic information – Feature cataloguing methodology


FDIS
2001-04

IS
2001-06

ISO 19126: Geographic information – Profile – FACC data dictionary CD
delayed 

	06-09
	The units Neper, Bel, & Decibel, are ambiguous as to whether they are differences of intensity or power.  The Working Group decided to replace DB with two new units, DB_INTENSITY, DB_POWER and similarly
for NEPER and BEL.
Find all attributes that currently use DB and replace the unit with the appropriate new unit (and similarly for NEPER and BEL).
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01
	02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating he is behind on this. His current thinking that the intensity/power
distinction is unnecessary, which means no impact for EDCS. He noted he needs to send a write
up to WG8.

13-Jun-01 implemented in WD 5

	06-10
	Make suggestions on how decibel type references should be handled. It is noted that a decision must be made by 1 May, in time for the editors
to incorporate in EDCS WD 5.  (ref. SEDRIS org. comment T264 on EDCS WD 4). 

This is needed because the (Deci-)BEL is a unit-less ratio against a fixed reference. This is used in radar meteorology as well as acoustics. Then we also have the reference at one yard or some other distance from the
source. Recruit some subject matter expert(s) in this area, develop a white paper with
recommendations, and circulate that paper on the WG8 reflector.  
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01
	02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating he is behind on this. He expects to recommend that each "Level" is a
separate unit per reference value.  In other words, a list of dB units with different references.

13-Jun-01 implemented in WD 5

	06-12
	Make arrangements for November meeting.
	T. Gifford
	09-Jun-01
	
	29-Mar-01 e-mail from T. Gifford to CWI requesting support.

10-Apr-01 e-mail from P. ten Hagen saying that CWI will not be able to support Nov. meeting.

18-Apr-01 e-mail from T. Gifford to TNO requesting support. No response.

??-May-01 e-mail from T. Gifford to TNO requesting support. No response.

08-Jun-01 e-mail from H. Jense, TNO, stating he can provide projectors for use in Den Haag and will help with hotel arrangements.

12-Jun-01 Group decided to try to have the meeting in Amsterdam. T. Gifford will work with S. Carson to make the arrangements, for possible hosting by CWI, and announce to the reflector by the end of June.

23-Jul-01 e-mail from T. Gifford stating the arrangements are made.

	06-13
	Follow up on request for Category C Liaison between DGIWG and JTC1/SC24 prepared by Paul Foley and sent to DGIWG Technical Committee (Mr. Dohman) and establish whether DGIWG desires to enter into such a relationship.

This tech committee does much work on geospatial information; in particular, they “own” FAC-C.  No response yet from DGIWG, but we should proceed.  This would more closely link WG 8 to FAC-C and DIGEST (which is a NATO STANAG)—would help, not only EDCS, but the SRM work.  They are closely allied with ISO/TC211, providing a forum for the national mapping and charting producers, and are closely allied with the NATO geographic committee.  
	J. Cogman
	
	24-Aug-01
	5-Jun-01 e-mail stating he has sent e-mail to both but has received no response.

	06-14
	Reassess all CONTEXTUAL attributes WRT SEDRIS DRM and resolve in a manner more conforming to the EDCS.
	P. Berner
	01-May-01
	13-Jun-01
	02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating SCR #PDB-020 moves these attributes out of EDCS to SEDRIS DRM. Recommendation to WG8 is to remove these non-conforming attributes.


	06-15
	This is in the realm of abstract concepts. If the concept of abstract concepts is retained, at least INDEX would be needed.  Why not build an abstract concept for TABLE, with row and column headers—index directly into the cell? The difficulty is that this concept ties to the DRM and the way it is implemented. 

Examine the possibilities of eliminating “index” attributes and of retaining them.  Also examine the possible use of generalization in this area. This should be discussed over the WG 8 e-mail reflector.

(Ref: UK T9 on EDCS WD 4)
	P. Berner/ S. Carson
	01-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01
	2-Jun-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating the editors re-defined INDEX and KEY as opaque types. His research recommended removing TABLEs as presently defined but he had not yet resolved this matter with his co-editor, P. Birkel. He said it was done in the final tables. And that he doesn’t object at all to defining additional constructed types such as TABLE, ARRAY etc. so we can then have tables of any attribute values.

02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating INDEX_TO_... also covered by SCR #PDB-020, and should be removed from EDCS. He pointed out S. Carson is working on some ideas concerning abstract TABLEs etc.

03-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Birkel stating P. Berner, ST. Carson and he need to get together to discuss this more. He thinks that any "structures" which organize individual concepts in the EDCS are themselves outside the scope of the EDCS.  That said, we do have concepts in ECs which use the word "set" -- about as structure-free as he can think of .

03-Jun-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating he thinks he and P. Birkel agree that "structures" can be "built on top" of the EDCS. But just as we define some attribute value types and some storage types we could also define some structured types for use by users of the EDCS. But, he agrees with Paul Birkel that these "structures" would be best left out of the EDCS so that users can build on top what ever they want.

	06-16
	Evaluate whether there would ever be a value in EDCS whose value is determined by an algorithm to generate an index into the appropriate table of values. (Ref: UK T9 on EDCS WD 4)
	F. Mamaghani/ P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	
	02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating this might be moot because of PDB-020.  Check with Farid

	06-19
	Initiate vote by all people on the reflector regarding whether to include the additional scale factors in the EDCS standard. (Ref. TC12 EDCS WD 4 comment T15)
	J. Cogman
	1-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01
	05-Jun-01 e-mail from J. Cogman stating this item is still open.

Incorporated in WD 5

	06-21
	In response to Japan comment G1 on the EDCS WD 4, clarify the relationships between various SEDRIS-related standards (EDCS relationship to DRM). To include in the concepts clause of WD 5, this information along with application of EDCS to various information technology domains with specific examples about graphics to clarify how EDCS is within the scope of SC 24.
	F. Mamaghani/ G. Wiehagen
	1-May-01
	
	04-Jun-01 e-mail from G. Wiehagen stating this is still open.

24-Aug-01 Result of this action will be what goes into clause 4 of the SEDRIS pt. 1. G. Wiehagen has completed his portion.

	06-23
	Circulate white paper on incorporation of enumeration and bit encoded values (EBVs) into the EDCS by 15 May. Circulate on WG 8 reflector.
	F. Mamaghani/ A. Jannett
	15-May-01
	23-Aug-01
	02-Jun-01 e-mail saying that this will have to be deferred to the next draft.

23-Aug-01 Presentation by P. Foley at mtg #8.

	07-01
	Investigate and report on the use of datums in the CAD community.
	P. Foley
	15-Jul-01
	
	24-Aug-01 still open

	07-02
	Investigate how NASA and other space organizations describe celestial bodies besides the Earth, i.e., what term is used to replace geodetic? 
	P. Foley
	15-Jul-01
	
	24-Aug-01 still open

	07-03
	Provide an example to demonstrate how the next version of the SRM might incorporate a conceptual model using UML diagram. This is in response to SISO G2 regarding documenting at least the conceptual model of the SRM using UML This will enable WG 8 to judge whether it has value.
	K. Trott
	15-Jul-01
	
	6-Sep-01 K. Trott reported to T. Gifford that he is still working this action.

	07-04
	Forward electronic version of MIL-HDBK 850 to P. Birkel.
	C. Roswell
	15-Jul-01
	13-Aug-01
	13-Aug-01 Roswell e-mail forwarding the document

	07-05
	Resolve the issue of data types for EECs.
	R. Cox/D. Puk
	29-Jun-01
	12-Jul-01
	25-Jul-01 e-mails from Messrs. Cox & Puk stating this was resolved in the Core team telecon the week before SAM 19. The EECs will be grouped into different data types but each of them actually uses EDCS_Integer as the base data type:
typedef EDCS_Integer EEC_An_Attribute_Name;
The enumerants are defined as C macros:
#define EEC_AnAttName_Enumerant_Label (value)

	07-06
	Resolve issue of naming styles, e.g., capitalization. 
	S. Carson/ D. Puk
	29-Jun-01
	12-Jul-01
	25-Jul-01 e-mail from D. Puk stating that this was resolved in the Core team telecon the week before SAM 19. The decision was to use mixed case with underscores for type names. All others would be as shown in the current drafts of language bindings.

	07-07
	Review the redesign of the EDCS API.
	R. Cox/S. Carson/D. Puk
	29-Jun-01
	
	25-Jul-01 e-mails from D. Puk and Carson stating they are still waiting on action by the SEDRIS core team regarding the redesign. 

26-Jul-01 e-mail from R. Cox stating he was getting the redesign document from the core team.

24-Aug-01 R. Cox stated at the Palm Springs meeting that he still did not have the redesign ready to provide.

	07-08
	Provide format specification documentation to D. Puk to support his development of SEDRIS Part 3, STF Binary Encoding.
	R. Cox
	22-Jun-01
	
	24-Aug-01 R. Cox reported that it is partially completed.

	07-09
	Announce meeting #8 in Palm Springs.
	T. Gifford/D. Puk
	22-Jun-01
	26-Jun-01
	26-Jun-01 e-mail from T. Gifford to WG8.

	07-10
	Recommend how registration is to be accomplished in the SRM standard.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	Next SRM Draft
	
	

	07-11
	Prepare a matrix of types of operations and relationships from a user’s standpoint for inclusion in the SRM standard. One column will depict operations and another will list organizations/users. 
	R. Toms
	15-Jul-01
	
	See slides two and three of P. Birkel’s presentation Proposed Revised Clause 6/Types of Operations (included in the meeting #7 minutes (WG 8 N0152)

24-Aug-01 The editors have discussed and are working this problem. R. Toms is developing the matrix.

	07-12
	Provide examples of Qualified References to help others distinguish between IR’s and QR’s. The discussion in the EDCS WD 5 section 4.2.4 is insufficient.
	S. Carson
	29-Jun-01
	25-Jul-00
	25-Jul-01 e-mail to WG 8.

	07-13
	Prepare a rationale, for inclusion in the EDCS as an informative annex, to explain use of terms and the notion of the EDCS as a dictionary. Submit to the reflector for review by the group.
	F. Mamaghani
	15-Jul-01
	
	24-Aug-01 Will be resolved by completion of 06-21.

	07-14
	Contact the appropriate representative from each NB and liaison organization to implore that they comply with the guidelines for submission of comments.
	J. Cogman
	29-Jun-01
	14-Jun-01
	26-Jul-01 e-mail from J. Cogman stating this was completed at Lake Tahoe.

	07-15
	Draft recommendation resulting from discussion on item 04-10- Characteristics of Numeric Attributes, and circulate to reflector. 
	P. Berner
	28-Jun-01
	24-Jul-01
	06-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner following-up from Palm Springs meeting question on status. He stated that action item 04-09 was completed on 24 July

via WG8 e-mail reflector. As agreed in LakeTahoe, for purposes of "tracking and

configuration control" the result was added to SEDRIS LO comments to EDCS WD5.

	07-16
	Investigate whether TC 211 standards, such as 19110, could be useful in specifying attribute classification relationships for an EDCS profile.
	P. Foley
	15-Jul-01
	
	24-Aug-01 still open

	08-01
	Write rationale for each of the guidelines in EDCS to provide background on why each is needed.


	P. Berner
	15-Nov-01
	
	

	08-02a

08-02b

08-02c
	Analyse how sets are to be handled. Recommend better way to handle them. Post solutions to the WG 8 reflector. Recognize there may not be just one solution. Once finished then provide results to editors. If no major objections. Post draft for discussion on e-mail reflector 

E-mail discussion concludes.

Post Final solution posted 
	P. Berner

All

Editors


	11-Sep-01

25-Sep-01

05-Oct-01
	
	21-Aug-01 UK group D comments identify all the instances where this is a problem. Relates to comment SEDRIS comment G0005 on EDCS WD 5.



	08-03
	Resolve issue of fixed-point integers see US comment T018 on EDCS WD 5, i.e., determine how to define "fixed point" in the EDCS.
	P. Berner/ D. Puk/ S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-04
	Rewrite definition for ocean_acoustic_ tgtstrn. See EDCS WD 5 comment UK T356.
	P. Berner
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-05
	Address range issue by developing a new data type. See Japan comments T020 and 021 on EDCS WD 5.
	P. Berner/ D.  Puk/ S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-06
	Develop checklist or decision tree for development of definitions to be registered.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	15-Nov-01
	
	

	08-07
	Draft text recommending how ED comment G001 on EDCS WD 5 should be resolved. Continued improvements to IR, NR, and QR.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-08
	Get clarification from ISO Central Secretariat on the use of NR. Can spelling be changed? How much change can be made and it still be NR?
	S. Carson
	30-Sep-01
	
	

	08-09
	Ask ISO Central Secretariat if database and spreadsheet can be issued as part of IS. 

Relates to Japan comment G001 on EDCS WD 5
	S. Carson
	30-Sep-01
	
	

	08-10
	Investigate alternatives by looking at approach to have enumeration for names of countries that can be reused for multiple purposes.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-11
	a. Examine the basic problem of meta data. Analyse the idea of pre-specified EDCS attribute enumerants. The existing 10 may be reworked, deleted, or left as is. Generate alternate approach to P. Berner’s proposal and incorporate what he proposed as deemed appropriate. 

b. Post to e-mail reflector.

c. Finalize response.
	S. Carson/  D. Puk/  L. Hembree
	11-Sep-01

25-Sep-01

05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-12
	Add paragraph to EDCS clarifying the intent of related concepts and circulate for discussion on the WG 8 reflector.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson/ P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-13
	Create logos and separator bars for SRM and EDCS. Separator bars also needed for the SEDRIS standard.
	SEDRIS Org. (F. Mamaghani)
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-14
	Identify what concepts related to maps are needed in EDCS and prepare definitions for them. Issue is whether maps belong as a concept in EDCS. Investigate whether EC map is needed.


	P. Foley/ G. Wiehagen/ S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-15
	Rewrite definitions and add EC for radar receiver. See SEDRIS comment T193 on EDCS WD 5.
	L. Hembree/ R. Cox
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-16
	Come up with term for lines of equal values. See UK comment T347 on EDCS WD 5.
	S. Carson/ R. Cox/ L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-17
	Ensure that there is at least minimum information for each definition where there are now no entries in the EDCS.


	S. Carson/ P. Birkel
	Next draft
	
	

	08-18
	Re-engineer item IAW with EDCS WD 5 comment SC T003 suggestion.
	S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-19
	Investigate use of length and define what use of “length” is being discussed. Ion Scintillation freq. Slope. See Japan comment T034 on EDCS WD 5.


	T. Elio
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-20
	Re-write definition pressure difference expressed as height. See Japan EDCS WD 5 comments T035 and 036.
	R. Cox
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-21
	Define nominal light range and luminous light range. Refer to Japan comment T037. Contact R. Buckley, DGIWG, as source for these.
	L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-22
	Research the intent of predominant colour. See US EDCS WD 5 comments T454 and 455. Is the intent “colour scheme” or “predominant colour.” The associated enumerants do not really show a predominant colour, rather they are more indicative of colour scheme.  Also, resolve SEDRIS T0721 – 0805.
	P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-23
	Investigate US EDCS WD 5 comment T454 regarding pictorial representation and provide a resolution to the editors.
	P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-24
	Improve definition associated with label "RELATIVE_HORIZ_ACCURACY” to make it more precise than as presently expressed. Refer to Japan EDCS WD 5 comment T039.
	P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-25
	Determine what is meant by signal group definition, the number or the sequence of signals. Refer to Japan EDCS WD 5 comment T041.
	P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-26
	Break up the enumerants into two groups and provide to the editors. See US EDCS comment T0720.


	R. Cox/ L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-27
	Revise label for acoustic frequency coded. See Japan EDCS EDCS WD 5 comment T013.
	P. Berner
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-28
	Propose resolution to issue raised regarding line type in UK EDCS comments T648 and 649.
	P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-29
	Modify definition associated with SOLAR PHENOLOGY IN TABLE 6.22. See Japan EDCS WD 5 comments T059 and T060


	L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-30
	Include these new suggested units: decay rate and minutes per cubic metre. See US EDCS WD 5 comments US 728 729


	P. Birkel/ S. Carson/ R. Cox
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-31
	Review ECs for ocean and sea, and EAs for ocean basin and sea basin.
	L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-32
	Rewrite definition for Lightning polarity. See SEDRIS comment T515 and 516.
	R. Cox
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-33
	Investigate appropriateness of LAND as enumeration in SNOISE_SEASON_TYPE. Refer to SEDRIS T01050 on EDCS WD 5.

Reading definition of its attribute it is very difficult to see how the two go together.
	P. Berner
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-34
	Investigate SEDRIS T052 and T1053
	P. Berner
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-35
	Review SEDRIS EDCS WD 5 comments T0295 – 316 in context of ICAO.
	S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-36
	Research issues of SEDRIS T0962 – 0973. Significant vs. primary?
	L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	
	

	08-37
	Obtain from J. Stride and post copy of permission of letter granting permission for RER from DGIWG.
	T. Gifford
	15-Sep-01
	
	

	08-38
	Prepare guidelines for submitting comments in the review of SEDRIS pt. 1 to be distributed with the document when it is posted.
	D. Puk
	07-Sep-01
	
	

	08-39
	Update programme of work and post to e-mail reflector.
	T. Gifford
	15-Sep-01
	
	

	08-40
	Prepare and send a response to Mr. Waddell, regarding the Canadian NB comment on the EDCS. The response will suggest the use of a registry instead of code. It was noted that when the EDCS references a code, it precisely references a particular version of the Feature Attribute Coding Catalogue. 
	J. Cogman
	15-Sep-01
	
	

	08-41
	Specify the conditions under which a definition may/should use other concepts as “key terms” via use of their labels as terms within the concepts’ definitions (for all dictionaries). See EDCS WD 5 comments UK_T538 through UK_T646, and SC_T008 through SC_T019. 


	P. Birkel, S. Carson, P. Berner
	
	
	Relates to the  “structured definitions”  “Group F” comments on WD 5 of the EDCS. Also see AIs 08-42 and 43.

	08-42
	Identify terms currently in the glossary to be migrated into new ECs, and do so (for all dictionaries). See EDCS WD 5 comments UK_T538 through UK_T646, and SC_T008 through SC_T019. 


	S. Carson, P. Gravitz, E.
Heinichen, and P. Foley
	
	
	Relates to the  “structured definitions” “Group F” comments on WD 5 of the EDCS. Also see AIs 08-41 and 43

	08-43
	Review these specific comments and revise/apply consistent with the results of the two preceding tasks. ). See EDCS WD 5 comments UK_T538 through UK_T646, and SC_T008 through SC_T019. 


	S. Carson, P. Gravitz, E.
Heinichen, and P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	
	Relates to the  “structured definitions”  “Group F”comments on WD 5 of the EDCS. Also see AIs 08-41 and 42.
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