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1. Initial Activities

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor, opened the meeting at 0830 on 7 November 2001. The following national bodies were represented: 


Germany:
Mr. I. Grieger



Mr. E. Heinichen



Mr. Bodo Randt


Japan:
Mr. K. Fujimura


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



United States:

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




Mr. J. Campos


Mr. L. Hembree 

Mr. R. Cox



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

Mr. F. Mamaghani, Document Editor




Mr. J. Carswell






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 N0176), was reviewed and revised to reflect that no reports were planned by any of the national body liaison organisations. Also, no comments were received on the fourth working draft of the SEDRIS Binding to C (WD 18024) so this item was deleted. The final agenda, which reflects as closely as possible how the meeting progressed, is included as Attachment 2. 

b. The minutes of the Eighth Working Group 8 meeting held in Palm Springs, California, (WG 8 N0174) were approved as presented.

2. Convenor’s Report

a. Mr. Cogman presented his Convenor’s Report. (See attachment 3).  His remarks are self-explanatory and not covered further, with the exception of the WMO meeting remarks in item b below.

b. As part of the report, Mr. Cogman summarised the activities of the World Meteorological Organization (WMO) meeting held 6 November. He said the main accomplishment of note to WG 8 is that it served as an introduction of members of WMO to SEDRIS and WG 8. Mr. Mamaghani presented an introduction to SEDRIS briefing. Mr. Cogman said he believes WG 8 will have cooperation with WMO, but it is an on-going process. No Category C liaison  is necessary, since the WMO is recognised by ISO as a standards body. Those present in Amsterdam discussed the need for an appointment of a liaison from WG 8 and the need for WMO to reciprocate. The group decided to wait on doing this until the need arises. No RER is required. Mr. Cogman noted that WMO is concerned particularly about the time domain and that there is agreement that user defined fields are headaches. It publishes in four languages. The group agreed that this is a concern for WG 8, particularly with EDCS. 

3. National body reports

None

4. Liaison organization reports

None

5. Editors’ reports 

5.1 Environmental Data Coding Standard (EDCS) (ISO/IEC 18025)

Mr. Carson stated that the co-editors met twice in October to work the action items in preparing the Committee Draft (CD) and that they are still trying to get closure on a few open items. He said metadata represents a large piece of work. Mr. Carson said they are still working structured EC definitions. They are working toward a release for review of the CD on 13 December.

5.2 Environmental Data Coding Standard (EDCS) Language Binding (ISO/IEC 18041)

Mr. Puk said there would be no CD of the LB at this time to accompany the EDCS CD. Instead, he recommended going with another working draft in January (WD 6) and then proceed straight to FCD after the EDCS FCD.

5.3 Spatial Reference Model (SRM) Language Binding (ISO/IEC 18042)

Mr. Puk reported that he is impacted by the changes made to the SRM schedule, i.e., the SRM is not coming out in November as scheduled, but rather in December. He pointed out that he needs just the SRM API  in order to prepare the language binding and suggested that the editors should get that portion to him in advance of the SRM release itself.

6. Appointment of committee to draft recommendations to SC 24

Mr. Cogman appointed himself and Messrs. Carson, and Mamaghani, to draft the recommendations coming out of this meeting to SC 24.

7. Review of fourth working draft of SEDRIS Functional Specification (WD 18023)

7.1 Review of comments

The group processed 616 (32 general, 309 technical and 276 editorial) comments including those submitted by the national bodies of Japan, United Kingdom, and the United States and the SEDRIS liaison organisation. The official response document, Consolidated Responses to Comments on SEDRIS Part 1, WD4) is available on the WG 8 document register (WG 8 N0187).

7.2 Related Discussion

7.2.1. Profiles

The group discussed the need for profiles and agree they are desired. Without the use of profiles, it will be necessary to conform to the complete standard.

7.2.2. HTML

The group agreed that the SEDRIS standard would be delivered in HTML version 4.2 rather than 3.2.

7.2.3. References

References need to provide an easier indication of whether they are normative (clause 2) or part of the bibliography

7.2.4. Merging of SEDRIS standard with the SEDRIS Organization releases

There is a need for the editors to update the SEDRIS working drafts to be compatible with the SEDRIS Ruby release. Although Ruby does not make all necessary changes to get to an IS, there is a. need to synchronize the two. The group agreed that it would make sense to merge the processing of these comments with those things that may be in the Ruby release. The SEDRIS Organization reported there was insufficient time and resources to get everything into Ruby. Mr. Mamaghani stated that the next SEDRIS Organization release would be aligned with the ISO/IEC 18023 draft.
8. Environmental Data Coding Specification – related topics
8.1 Withdrawal of SEDRIS Organisation comments on EDCS WD 5
a. The SEDRIS Organisation, through an e-mail from Mr. Berner on 1 November 2001, requested the withdrawal of comments submitted in SEDRIS Liaison Organization Comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18025, Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) WG 8 N0168. These comments were all requests to add EDCS entries. The comments are:

1) SEDRIS_T0639 through SEDRIS_T0709

2) (SEDRIS_T0710 is missing)

3) SEDRIS_T0711 through SEDRIS_T0717

4) SEDRIS_T1401, SEDRIS_T1423, and SEDRIS_T1424.

b. The group accepted the withdrawal of these comments.

8.2 Name spacing presentation – S. Carson
a. Mr. Carson presented and discussed a proposal on how to handle the issue of name spacing. See attachment 4. In addition, there was a teleconference Saturday 10 November with Mr. Paul Birkel to discuss the naming authority issue. (Paul Birkel was unable to be present at the meeting in Amsterdam). This session was recorded on audiotape, but due to a technical problem, the tapes were unusable. 

b. It was noted that there are two issues to be considered regarding name spaces:

1) Enumerations for name spaces can be very large and are liable to change with time.

2) The alternative is to use strings, but unstructured strings are to be avoided as the groupconsiders they make the document difficult to control.

c. The options discussed were:

1) Naming authorities defined as enumerants for a new EA

2) Naming authorities listed in a new dictionary

d. Naming authorities can refer/delegate to other naming authorities. The problem with option c.1) is that there is no way that one EA can reference another EA.

e. A dictionary for naming authorities only makes sense if many name spaces want to refer to shared naming authorities, i.e., there is no value in having a dictionary if each entry has only one user. Mr. Birkel is not fundamentally opposed to dictionaries.

f. The issues are:

1) Structured strings - What rules are required?

2) Who owns or is responsible for naming an object?

3) Need to consider Format + Content
g. There could be a need for something like the equivalence class to cover multiple naming authorities. The group agreed that the standard must address the equivalence class issue. If the naming authority is an EA, then the equivalence is covered. If the naming authority were in a dictionary, then a second dictionary would be required for equivalence class.

h. The group agreed that KEY may be replaced with CONSTRAINED STRING. There was concern that the two concepts may not be identical. Mr. Mamaghani noted that this is acceptable, provided that the KEY concept is not compromised

i. P. Berner accepted an action to look at data tables and determine if it would be possible to change the units for a particular value on-line. An equivalent function would be required for a naming authority dictionary.

j. In summary, names will be identified by constrained strings, instead of enumerants. The naming authority(s) will be identified by an EE. Mr. Carson accepted an action item to summarize this discussion.

8.3 String format definition approach

Mr. Carson presented a second presentation that discussed an approach for string format definitions. See attachment 5.

8.4 Review of comments on Representative Mapping of Entity and Bit-Encoded Value (EBV) Specification content to the EDCS  (WG 8 N0170)
The group processed 81 comments including those submitted by the national bodies of Japan and the United Kingdom. The results of the review are included in the Consolidated Responses to Comments on EBV (WG 8 N0170) (WG 8 N0188). In summary, the group agreed that the EBV has a military bias and that ISO/IEC 18025 needs to be balanced. Various members accepted action items to introduce equivalent civilian entities for each military entity extracted from the EBV. 

8.5 Tasks to be performed in order to meet EDCS CD release date - see Figure 1 below.
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Figure 1 Scheme to incorporate EBV classifications into the EDCS CD

9. Confirmation of the dates and place for upcoming WG 8 meetings
a. The next WG 8 meeting, #10, will be held in Santa Fe, New Mexico for its tenth meeting, 17 – 21 February 2002 to review comments on 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, 10 – 14 April 2001 to review comments on the committee draft of the EDCS and WD 4 of 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.   Recommendations to SC 24 

There were no recommendations to SC 24 as a result of this meeting. 
11.   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 6. 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 09-01 through 09-43. 

12.   Programme of Work

The group agreed to the following dates:

SEDRIS pt. 1, WD 5 to be available for review April 2002.

SEDRIS pt. 2, WD 1 to be available for review in December 2001.

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 WD 4, to be available for review in January 2002. Note: it was determined to be prudent not to proceed to CD with the next version. Rather, the group agreed to keep the document at the working draft level and then proceed directly to an FCD following the expected FCD of the EDCS itself in June 2002.

SRM WD 6, to be available for review in December 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.

13.   Close

Mr. Cogman adjourned the meeting at noon, 11 November 2001. 
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List of WG 8 Participants
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	Family Name
	Given Name
	Address
	E-mail

	Berner
	Paul
	SEDRIS Organization

10801 Cavalier Drive

Silver Spring, MD  20901

+1 301-593-4349
	berner@consultant.com

	Campos
	Jesse
	Science Applications International Corporation

12479 Research Pkwy.

Orlando, FL 32826

+1 407-207-2796
	jesse.j.campos@saic.com

	Carson
	Steve
	GSC Associates

5272 Redman Road

Las Cruces, New Mexico 88011

+1 505-521-7399

fax +1 505-521-9321
	carson@gscassociates.com

	Carswell
	John
	Reality By Design

12001 Science Dr., Suite 125

Orlando, FL 32826

+1 407-736-0066

fax +1 407-736-0067
	carswell@rbd.com

	Cogman
	Jack
	Thales Training & Simulation

Gatwick Road

Crawley, RH10 9RL

United Kingdom

+44 1293 56 33 43

fax +44 1293 56 38 00
	jack.cogman@thales-tts.com

	Cox
	Rob
	Science Applications International Corporation

12479 Research Parkway

Orlando, FL 32826-3248 

+1 407-207-3609
fax +1 407-207-5718
	coxr@saic.com

	Fujimura
	Koreaki
	National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science & Technology
1-1-4, Umezono, Tsukuba, Ibaraki

305-8568, Japan
+81 298 61 5181

fax +81 298 61 5918 
	k.fujimura@aist.go.jp

	Gifford
	Tim
	Armed Forces Training Systems, Inc.

7061 University Boulevard

Winter Park, Florida 32792

+1 407-677-0153 x238

fax +1 407-678-1854
	tim_gifford@sedris.org

	Grieger
	Ingolf
	Institute for Statics and Dynamics of Aerospace Structures (ISD)

Pfaffenwaldring 27

70550 Stuttgart, Germany

+49 711-685-3636 or 3612

fax  +49 711-685-3706
	grieger@isd.uni-stuttgart.de

	Heinichen
	Ekkehard
	Navigation Support Centre Airborne Weapon Systems

PO Box 33 A 5

Cochem 56809 Germany 

+49 2678 940 1900

fax +49 2678 1484
	navuz@t-online.de

	Hembree
	Louis
	Naval Research Laboratory

7 Grace Hopper Ave.

Monterey, CA 93943

+1 831-656-4787

fax +1 831-656-4769
	hembree@nrlmry.navy.mil

	Mamaghani
	Farid
	SEDRIS Organization

19223 SE 45th Court

Issaquah, WA 98027

+1 425-641-6192
	farid@sedris.org

or

farid@halcyon.com

	Puk
	Richard
	Intelligraphics Inc.

7644 Cortina Court

Carlsbad, CA 92009-8206

+1 760-753-9027

fax +1 760-753-9027
	puk@igraphics.com

	Randt
	Bodo
	STN Atlas Elektronik GmbH

Sebaldsbruecker heerstrasse 235

D-28305 Bremen Germany

+49 421 457 3172

fax +49 421 457 4120
	randt@atlas.de


Attachment 2

ISO/IEC JTC 1 SC 24 WG 8 Meeting #9

Meeting #9, Amsterdam, The Netherlands

Agenda
1. Welcome (0830 on 7 November 2001)
2. Roll call and introductions
3. Adoption of agenda 
4. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting (WG 8 N0174)
5. Convener’s report
6. Editor’s reports
7. Appointment of committee for drafting SC 24 Recommendations
8. Review of fourth working draft of SEDRIS Functional Specification (WD 18023) 
9. Environmental Data Coding Specification – related topics
· Withdrawal of SEDRIS Organisation comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18025 (WG 8 N0168)

· Name spacing presentation – S. Carson
· Review of comments on Representative Mapping of Entity and Bit-Encoded Value (EBV) Specification content to the EDCS  (WG 8 N0170)
10. Agenda items resulting from review of documents
11. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings (WG 8 N0174)
12. Review new action items.
13. Confirm the dates and place for the next WG 8 meeting
14. Review the Programme of Work.
15. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24
16. Close (by 1300 on Sunday, 11 November 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.
	Moot
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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 D. Puk & P. Berner
	21-Jan-00

01-Mar-00
	04-Feb-00


	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

11-Nov-01 still open. Now anticipating completion by 31-Mar-02.

	02-14
	Section 5.2.4 SEARCH_VALUE_TYPE_ENUM needs comments.
	F. 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.

08-Sep-01 WD 4 changes SAC_ID and SCC_ID to EAC and ECC respectively. No other changes yet.

11-Nov-01 will be completed by WD 5 of SEDRIS pt.1



	02-16B
	Feed comments for SE_OBJECT_AND, SE_OBJECT_OR macros in level 0 read API. back into ISO doc. 
	Puk
	WD 4
	15-Feb-01
	15-Feb-01 e-mail from M.Worley stating the comments for SE_OBJECT_AND went into SEDRIS release 3.0 and that SE_OBJECT_OR is going to be eliminated for the next API release. Therefore this item is moot.

	02-24
	Re-synchronise section 5.2.5.11, Interpolation Type, with existing SEDRIS.
	Puk
	WD 4
	11-Nov-01
	2-May-00:  Waiting for sapphire release for this. (e-mail from R. Cox)

29-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk stating that there are still two values in WD 4 that are not in the current version of SEDRIS. Will be removed in WD 5 if the values are not included in next release of SEDRIS.

11-Nov-01 closed since next version of SEDRIS (Ruby) is due out shortly and next WD will be based on it.

	02-36
	Generate SCR discussion re: adding "Index Range" type -- added for SE_DATA_TABLE_EXTENTS by working draft.
	Berner & Carswell
	04-Feb-00
	30-Oct-01
	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.

30-Oct-01 P. Berner e-mail reporting this item was completed by SEDRIS change request PDB-022 dated 22-Jun-01.

	02-44
	Clarify usage of SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.5.3, Status_Logger, in standard.
	Puk
	Next draft
	11-Nov-01
	Deferred to error handling discussion

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

02-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

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

08-Sep-01 no change as of WD 4

11-Nov-01 closed

	02-45
	Section 5.3.3.139 Property_Value_Fields, -- revert to current SEDRIS usage.
	Puk
	Next draft, WD 4, WD 5
	
	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)

08-Sep-01 no change as of WD 4

11-Nov-01 will be completed by WD 5 of SEDRIS pt. 1

	02-56
	Need to incorporate new (SEDRIS 2.5.3) "meta-data" functions into binding for EDCS. (dictionary functions may be better name)
	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 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.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported in mtg. #9, he needs them by 25-Nov-01 in order to include in the CD. S. Carson will send e-mail immediately to P. Birkel to ask if he is expecting any inputs in time for the Dec. 01 CD release.

	02-63
	Update SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 7.4.1, Conversions API overview, 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: S. Carson e-mail saying this was likely done as part of SRM WD 4.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson will send e-mail to P. Birkel to ask if this was completed.

	02-68
	Make recommendation regarding the use of profiles as a means of expressing subsets of SEDRIS functionality.
	Berner, Birkel, & Carswell
	31-Mar-00
	08-Sep-01
	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

08-Sep-01 completed in WD 4

	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.

08-Sep-01 not done in WD 4.

11-Nov-01 will be done by WD 5 release of SEDRIS pt. 1

	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.

08-Sep-01 not included in clause 4, WD 4 of SEDRIS, pt. 1.

11-Nov-01 included as comment on WD 4 for editors to include in next draft.

	04-07
	Review 19109 and 19119 review all to determine which ones are of interest.  Put relevant documents on WG8 doc register. See C. 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

11-Nov-01 no action reported

	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

11-Nov-01 no action reported

	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 

11-Nov-01 no action reported

	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.

11-Nov-01 J. Cogman stated that we just need an agreement in principle. The approval in principle has been received from R. Staggemeier and has been put out to SC 24 for ballot with closing date of 11-Nov-01.

	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
	11-Nov-01
	02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner stating this might be moot because of PDB-020.  Check with Farid

1-Nov-01 F. Mamaghani stated that he feels this is still a good idea, but at this point, not necessary. Recommended closure of this item.

	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
	08-Sep-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.

08-Sep-01 posting of WD 4. 

11-Nov-01 K. Fujimura states that sub clause 4.3.4, Related standards and their usage, resolves this action.

	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.

29-Aug-01 posted to document register requesting comments by 19 Oct. WG 8 N0170.

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

11-Nov-01 S. Carson did investigate this and it was discussed during Oct. editors meeting. Awaiting documents from TC 184 relating to this item. 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

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported that the editors have investigated this and do have answers for this. The information will be presented at the Mtg. #10 in Santa Fe. 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.

11-Nov-01 no activity reported since 6-Sep-01. T. Gifford will tell K. Trott this is required by 10 Dec in order to be included in WD 6.

	07-07
	Review the redesign of the EDCS API.
	R. Cox/S. Carson/D. Puk
	29-Jun-01
	29-Oct-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.

29-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk reminding that EDCS API was discussed at mtg. #8 and believes this item is now moot.



	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
	02-Oct-01
	24-Aug-01 R. Cox reported that it is partially completed.

02-Oct-01 e-mail from G. Hull to D. Puk.

	07-10
	Recommend how registration is to be accomplished in the SRM standard.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	Next SRM Draft (WD 6)
	
	11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported he has drafted text to include this in WD 6. Still open.

	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.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported the editors worked on a draft of this at the Oct. SRM editor’s meeting.  T. Gifford will tell R. Toms this is required by 10 Dec in order to be included in WD 6.



	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.

11-Nov-01 F. Mamaghani reported that this item is still open. A version will be provided before release of CD, if possible.

	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

11-Nov-01 no activity reported

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


	P. Berner
	15-Nov-01
	
	11-Nov-01 P. Berner reported work is underway. It is not critical for the release of the CD.

	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
	04-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.

04-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson

09-Oct-01 e-mail from L. Hembree responding to S. Carson’s recommendations.

10-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel responding to L. Hembree’s 09-Oct-01 e-mail.

26-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson recommending 08-02a be closed with two minor remaining issues needing resolution.



	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
	15-Oct-01
	05-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk stating it is still being worked.

15-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner with the recommendation that fixed-point be dropped from the standard.

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

	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
	05-Oct-01
	04-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner.

05-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson recommending acceptance of P. Berner’s proposal w/minor modifications.

05-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk recommending acceptance provided definitions can be done for appropriate abstract data types that can represent either a single value or a pair of values (with inclusion provisions for each end).

05-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk stating it is still being discussed.

15-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner responding to 05-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk.

24-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson again proposing the item be closed.

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

	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
	05-Oct-01
	05-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson

05-Oct-01 e-mail from F. Mamaghani asking clarification on distinction between IR and PR.

25-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson providing clarification and recommending closing of the item.

	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
	05-Oct-01
	05-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson

25-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson recommending closing the item.

	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
	05-Oct-01
	06-Oct-01 e-mail from Carson citing his 05-Oct-01 e-mail to the ISO Central Secretariat.

	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
	05-Oct-01
	05-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley

26-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson

	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
	26-Oct-01
	05-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk stating it is still being worked.

26-Oct-01 e-mail recommending solution and the closure of the action item.

	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
	04-Oct-01
	04-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson.

04-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley concurring with S. Carson.

05-Oct-01 e-mail from F. Mamaghani taking exception to some of the rationale.

09-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel responding to F. Mamaghani’s 05-Oct e-mail.

16-Oct-01 e-mail from F. Mamaghani expounding on his previous e-mail taking exception to the rationale provided for excluded related concepts, but concurring with the conclusion.

	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
	
	11-Nov-01 in progress. Still open.

	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
	11-Nov-01
	25-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson with recommendations.

25-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk suggesting map legend is meta-data.

25-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley suggesting the item is still open. 

25-Oct-01 e-mail response to P. Foley from S. Carson asking clarification.

02-Nov-01 e-mail from S. Carson indicating he thinks this item is closed.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported the editors consider this item closed. A decision had to be made in order to be sure to meet the deadline for the CD release.

	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
	21-Sep-01
	21-Sep-01 e-mail from L. Hembree

25-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson, on behalf of editors, suggesting changes.

25-Oct-01 e-mail from L. Hembree suggesting that more work needs to be done and that it be addressed in comments on the CD.

02-Nov-01 e-mail from S. Carson indicating he thinks this item is closed

11-Nov-01 closed this item since the additional discussion of e-mails from 25 Oct on were not related to the AI.

	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
	31-Aug-01
	31-Aug-01 e-mail from R. Cox

	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  (WD 6)
	
	11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported the editors are working on this.

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

	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
	11-Nov-01
	06-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Gifford to WG8 with definition provided by T. Elio.

10-Sep-01 e-mails from K. Fujimura.

10-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Elio

10-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner

04-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner  requesting response to earlier discussion as whether he agrees or not that the EQ for Ionscint Frequency Slope should be neither LENGTH nor the EQ for (dB/Hz),
but should instead be UNITLESS.

05-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson noting the action is not considered complete.

09-Oct-01 e-mail from T. Elio recommending removal of Ionscint Frequency Slope from the EDCS.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported the editors have agreed to remove this item from the EDCS CD in progress.

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

21-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner

31-Oct-01 e-mail from R. Cox responding to 21-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner.

	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
	25-Sep-01
	25-Sep-01 e-mail from L. Hembree

	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
	05-Oct-01
	25-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Foley

26-Sep-01 2 e-mails from P. Foley

26-Sep-01 e-mails from F. Mamaghani

26-Sep-01 2 e-mails from D. Puk

26-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Gifford

26-Sep-01 e-mail from L. Hembree

27-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

27-Se0-01 e-mail from F. Mamaghani

27-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Foley

27-Sep-01 e-mail from S. Carson

05-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson recommending the action be closed.

09-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley disagreeing with editor’s recommendations.

10-Oct-01 e-mail response from S. Carson to P. Foley 09-Oct-01 e-mail.

11-Oct-01 e-mail response from P. Foley

26-Oct-01 e-mail response from S. Carson to P. Foley.

02-Nov-01 e-mail from S. Carson “one last attempt”.

02-Nov-01 e-mail response from P. Foley

	08-23
	Investigate US EDCS WD 5 comment T454 regarding pictorial representation and provide a resolution to the editors.
	P. Foley
	05-Oct-01
	11-Nov-01
	25-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Foley

06-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson agreeing basically with resolution but recommend-ed that the string be restricted to be a URI only.

06-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk recommending having a URI data type.

07-Oct-01 e-mail from F. Mamaghani agreeing with D. Puk.

09-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel requesting draft language for such a data type.

09-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk suggesting normative referencing of RFC2396.

02-Nov-01 e-mail from S. Carson indicating he considers this item open.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson stated that subsequent discussions regarding strings with D. Puk have concluded with at decision that name space issue resolution should solve the problem.

	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
	26-Oct-01
	04-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley

04-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

04-Oct-01 e-mail response from P. Foley

04-Oct-01 e-mail response from P. Birkel

05-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

26 Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson which completed this item.

02-N0v-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating he considers this item closed 

	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
	27-Oct-01
	05-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley

27-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson proposing a resolution and recommending the item be closed.

29-Oct-01 additional recommendation for change in e-mail from P. Foley

02-Nov-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating he considers this item still open.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson stated the editors have included the decision in the CD.

	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
	03-Oct-01
	02-Oct-01 e-mail from R. Cox.

03-Oct-01 e-mail from T. Elio

03-Oct-01 e-mail reply from R. Cox to T. Elio.

03-Oct-01 e-mail from R. Cox

03-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

03-Oct-01 e-mail response from R. Cox to P. Birkel

27-Oct-01 e-mail with resolution and recommendation to close the item

27-Oct-01 e-mail from D. Puk with further suggestion to use using natural progression of enumerants.

27-Oct-01 e-mail from R. Cox stating the order does not matter to him.

	08-27
	Revise label for acoustic frequency coded. See Japan EDCS EDCS WD 5 comment T013.
	P. Berner
	05-Oct-01
	16-Oct-01
	13-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner

13-Sep-01 e-mail from K. Fujimura

14-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Berner

15-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

16-Sep-01 e-mail from K. Fujimura

16-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner with revised label

17-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel requesting clarification from P. Berner on whether some enumerants are being dropped.

17-Oct-01 e-mail response from P. Berner to P. Birkel

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

04-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner

27-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson proposing resolution and the closing of the action item.

29-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Foley taking exception to the above proposed resolution of the editors.

02-Nov-01 e-mail response from the editors (S. Carson) to P. Foley.

	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
	25-Sep-01
	25-Sep-01 e-mail from L. Hembree

25-Sep-01 e-mail from R. Cox

25-Sep-01 e-mail from K. Fujimura

26-Sep-01 e-mail from L. Hembree

	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
	
	28-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Birkel stating this item is still open.

11-Nov-01 no activity reported. R. Cox reported that the units are decided upon. The remainder will be resolved by the EDCS CD Dec. release.

	08-31
	Review ECs for ocean and sea, and EAs for ocean basin and sea basin.
	L. Hembree
	05-Oct-01
	25-Sep-01
	25-Sep-01 e-mail from L. Hembree

25-Sep-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

19-Oct-01 e-mail from L. Hembree stating he considers this action closed.

27-Oct-01 e-mail from S. Carson with resolutions and recommendation to close the item.

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

31-Aug-01 e-mail from R. Cox

	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
	04-Oct-01
	04-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner

	08-34
	Investigate SEDRIS T1052 and T1053 on EDCS WD 5
	P. Berner
	05-Oct-01
	16-Oct-01
	16-Oct-01 e-mail from P. Berner

	08-35
	Review SEDRIS EDCS WD 5 comments T0295 – 316 in context of ICAO.
	S. Carson
	05-Oct-01
	
	11-Nov-01 S. Carson just received the material needed to work this item last week and is continuing his efforts.

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

	08-37
	Obtain from J. Stride and post copy of permission of letter granting permission for RER from DGIWG.
	T. Gifford
	15-Sep-01
	02-Nov-01
	18-Oct-01 e-mail from J. Stride stating she is still trying to obtain an electronic copy.

??-Oct-01 e-mail from L. Moore providing electronic version

30-Oct-01 e-mail from J. Stride stating she is trying to obtain copy with signature

02-Nov-01 subject letter w/0signature posted to document register.

	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
	05-Oct-01
	Moot. 

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

12-Sep-01 e-mail from J. Cogman

12-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Gifford

14-Sep-01 e-mail from J. Cogman

14-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Gifford

14-Sep-01 e-mail from D. Puk

17-Sep-01 e-mails from J. Cogman

18-Sep-01 e-mail from D. Puk

19-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Gifford

21-Sep-01 e-mail from T. Gifford

	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
	06-Sep-01
	06-Sep-01 reply sent by J. Cogman to R. Waddell. Posted to document register as WG*N0177.

	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
	15-Nov-01
	
	Relates to the  “structured definitions”  “Group F” comments on WD 5 of the EDCS. Also see AIs 08-42 and 43.

05-Nov-11 e-mail from S. Carson indicating the work is on-going.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported the editors have circulated one list of structured definitions. They expect to close this item in the next two days by the publication of a spreadsheet by the editors.

	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
	
	17-Oct-01
	Relates to the  “structured definitions” “Group F” comments on WD 5 of the EDCS. Also see AIs 08-41 and 43

02-Nov-01 e-mail stating this item was completed by e-mail from P. Gravitz to the editors in late Oct. (17-Oct-01)

05-Nov-11 e-mail from S. Carson indicating the work is on-going.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported the 5-Nov-01 e-mail was in error and that this item is complete.

	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.

11-Nov-01 S. Carson stated that the editors consider this item closed with the exception of two items, taus and base time, and meshes, which he expects to discuss today. Anticipates closure by 12-Nov-01.


	09-01
	Address the deficiency cited in UK comments T17 and T18 on WD 4, SEDRIS, Pt. 1, sub clause 7.4.8 DetermineSpatialInclusion. 
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-02
	Provide descriptions for those things that will change in the next release of SEDRIS (Ruby) with regard to clause 7, API in SEDRIS Pt. 1.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	
	

	09-03
	Re-write the 2nd paragraph statement in SEDRIS pt 1, sub clause 7.4.43 and provide to editors. Refer to UK comment T29 on WD 4.
	J. Campos
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-04
	Provide description that properly describes how this function operates. SEDRIS pt 1, sub clause 7.4.65, HasComponents. Refer to UK comment T40 on WD 4.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-05
	Investigate correct terminology to be used to describe InitializeComponentIterator function.. Provide description that addresses the problem stated in UK comment T48 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, subclause 7.4.70 and provide to the editors. See also item 09-06.


	J. Campos /D. Puk
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-06
	Address issue of UK T49, InitializeComponentIterator on WD 4 of SEDRIS pt. 1. See 09-05.
	J. Campos/D. Puk
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-07
	Study need for base and/or full profiles, and if needed, recommend which types. Refer to UK comments T60 and 61 on WD 4 for SEDRIS pt. 1.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-08
	Determine if there is a need for this function, GetTransmittalDataModelVersion. Refer to UK comment T36 on SEDRIS pt. 1 sub clause 7.4.59.
	J. Carswell/ S. Carson
	15-Mar-02
	
	

	09-09
	Provide URLs for examples of binary encodings for the purpose of the group seeing what the typical binary encoding is and abstract specifications, as well. 
	S. Carson
	30-Nov-01
	
	This will help in discussions hopefully to occur in December.

	09-10
	Provide more intuitive example in response to SEDRIS comment T5 on SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 4.2.2, having to do with clouds. Also refer to US G21 of SEDRIS pt. 1, WD 4.
	R. Cox
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-11
	Research the ISO directive on what the proper style is for the display of references within the text.
	S. Carson
	03-Dec-01
	
	

	09-12
	Investigate the issue cited by US comment G10 on WD 4 of SEDRIS pt. 1 and make a recommendation. URNs for filenames locations use URIs. Look at VRML to see if SEDRIS can live with it, e.g., whether you can have a sequence of options and if that doesn't work, you can try something else. The answer is we are already doing this but with a different mechanism. The issue if we can have either URL and URN or either one or the other.


	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	
	

	09-13
	Provide re-wording for guiding axiom of separation. See US comment T4 on WD 4 of SEDRIS pt. 1.
	J. Carswell
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-14
	Determine how the term “inheritance” is being used and if used, for two different meanings, recommend a second term to replace inheritance for the situation where it is not being used in an object-oriented sense. Provide a suitable definition of inheritance and suitable words for describing the required concepts for clause four. Relates to WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, US comment T41 3.38 Inheritance
	P. Berner
	01-Feb-02
	
	

	09-15
	Provide the required EDCS codes for civilian, general aviation, historical and commercial airframes to balance the proposed EBV list of military aircraft. 
	E. Heinichen
	16-Nov-01
	
	

	09-16
	Provide the required EDCS codes for non-military ground vehicles and ocean going vehicles to balance the proposed EBV list of military items.
	J. Cogman
	19-Nov-01
	
	

	09-17
	Develop set of attributes appropriate for life forms and recommend for inclusion in the EDCS.
	D. Puk/ S. Carson/ L. Hembree
	19-Nov-01
	
	

	09-18
	Refer to US Comment T141 related to 5.2.6.3, SEDRIS pt.1, General_Hierarchy_Select.  Provide clarified text for the definition.
	J. Carswell
	1-Feb-02
	
	

	09-19
	Verify alignment of data quality string fields with ISO 19115. Refer to US comment T144 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.3.3.42.  Refer also to US comment T171 on Table 6.75 DRM_Cross_Reference Definition.
	L. Hembree/ P. Foley
	07-Jan-02
	
	

	09-20
	Evaluate the need for IDs. Refer to US comment T158 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1 sub clause 6.2.57
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	
	

	09-21
	Re-visit conflict between data types and class names to see if it is necessary to state “DRM_<CLASS_NAME>.
	SEDRIS org. & D. Puk
	07-Jan-02
	
	

	09-22
	Provide examples as discussed in US comment T0162 on WD SEDRIS pt. 1 regarding data classes.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-23
	Provide material to editors in order to respond to US comment T0171 on WD 4 of SEDRIS, pt. 1, regarding DRM cross reference definition (FGDC).
	L. Hembree
	07-Jan-02
	
	

	09-24
	Investigate impact on data tables of naming space changes discussed at meeting #9.
	P. Berner
	01-Dec-01
	
	

	09-25
	Summarize issues discussed at meeting #9 regarding name spaces and produce examples of solution options.
	S. Carson
	16-Nov-01
	
	

	09-26
	Add to and/or clean up existing EBV sampler in WG 8 N0170 definitions.
	P. Foley, A. Jannette, F. Mamaghani, T. Gifford
	01-Dec-01
	
	

	09-27
	Provide definition for all class definitions where there is none. Eg. SEDRIS pt1 1 WD 4, Table 6.114 DRM_Feature_Model, 
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-28
	Supply examples for all class definitions where there is none in SEDRIS pt. 1 WD 4, e.g. Table 6.114. 
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-29
	Develop a specification for the DRM_Patch. Refer to US comment T192 on SEDRIS pt. 1 WD 4.
	SEDRIS org. & D. Puk
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-30
	Investigate if there is a better term than “stamp”. Refer to US comment T200 on Table 6.316 in SEDRIS pt 1 WD 4.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	

	09-31
	Determine the right limits for sentinel values. Refer to US comment T201regarding stamp behaviour on SEDRIS pt 1, WD 4. 
	D. Puk & J. Carswell
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-32
	Craft method for specifying fonts in DRM.
	J. Carswell & D. Puk
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-33
	Review the design of the interface in SEDRIS pt. 1 to ensure it can accommodate object-oriented language bindings and is not biased to existing C implementation. See PREMO spec to be provided by S. Carson.
	SEDRIS org. J. Campos & D. Puk & S. Carson
	15-Jan-02
	
	

	09-34
	Refer to US comment T87 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 4.4.12.2 Control links. Control links are dependent on the SRM. Does handling of control links need to be re-designed? Recommend how to decouple the dependency.


	SEDRIS org. & SEDRIS editors
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-35
	Refer to US comment T122 & 123 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.2.4.36 Ordered_Union_Type. Investigate the generality of this data type and make appropriate changes to paragraph.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-36
	Refer to US comments T130 and 131 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.2.4.56. Address issue raised re: time-of-day and recommend resolution. Keep in mind SEDRIS and EDCS should be consistent.


	SEDRIS org. & P. Foley
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-37
	Refer to US comment T133 & 134 on WD 4, SEDRIS pt. 1, subclause 5.2.5.4 Graphic format. Resolve problem raised by the comment. Consider work-around to listing items that may have to have RERs.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-38
	Refer to US comment T136 on WD4, SEDRIS pt.1, subclause 5.2.5.9, Predefined_Function. Replace definition for REFERENCE_SURFACE_ELEVATION.


	J. Carswell
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-39
	Specify audio formats. Refer to US comment T138, WD 4, SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.2.5.13 Sound_Format.


	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-40
	Specifiy symbol formats. Refer to US comment T139 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.2.5.15 Symbol_Format. 
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-41
	Provide definition for time significance. Refer to US comment T140 on WD 4, SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.2.5.16  Time_Significance.
	L. Hembree & R. Cox
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-42
	Draft new descriptions for functions related to data tables so that changes being considered to accommodate EDCS requirements will be included. Refer to UK comment T25 on WD 4 of SEDRIS pt. 1., sub clause 7.4.34, GetDataTable Description, 2nd para.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	

	09-43
	Draft new descriptions for functions related to data tables so that changes being considered to accommodate EDCS requirements will be included. Refer to UK comment T54 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 7.4.80 PutDataTable, Description.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
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