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These meeting minutes document the activities of Working Group 8 through the entire session 17 - 21 June 2002 as well as the proceedings of the WG8 plenary session held on 20 June. This document contains the following:

Sections 1 – 16: Minutes of Meeting #12

Attachment 1:
List of Participants
Attachment 2:
Meeting #12 Final Agenda
Attachment 3:
WG 8 Convenor’s status report (provided as separate document;  convenor’s report #12.ppt)
Attachment 4:
Cross Committee Feature Cataloging Registration & Maintenance (provided as a separate document; coordination report.ppt)

Attachment 5:
SEDRIS WD 5 Comments Spreadsheet (provided as separate document; 18023-1_WD5.xls)

Attachment 6:
Multi-part discussion (provided as separate document; multi-part discussion.ppt)

Attachment 7:
Programme of Work and Meeting Schedule (provided as a separate document; schedule mtg12 rev2ppt.)

Attachment 8:
Action Items
 
1. Initial Activities

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor, opened the meeting at 0905 hours on 17 June 2002. The following national bodies were represented: 


Japan:
Mr. K. Fujimura


Korea:
Mr. S. Kim



Mr. H. Kimn


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




Mr. R. Harris



Mr. N. Smith





Ms. J. Stride, SC 24 Secretariat


United States:

Mr. J. Campos 


Mr. L. Hembree 




Mr. R. Cox



Ms. L. Moore, SC 24 Chairman 




Mr. P. Foley



Mr. R. Puk, Document Editor

Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat

The following was present as the representative of TC 211:
Mr. C. Roswell


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


Mr. P. Berner



Mr. F. Mamaghani, Document Editor


Mr. J. Carswell


Ms. M. Worley

The following were present as representatives of the DIGEST Feature Attribute Coding Catalogue Working Party:


Mr. M. Harbaugh

Mr. D. O’Brien




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

1.2 Procedures

a. The meeting agenda, as included in the meeting announcement (WG 8 N0223), was reviewed and revised. The final agenda, which reflects as closely as possible how the meeting progressed, is included as Attachment 2. 

b. The minutes of the Eleventh Working Group 8 meeting held in Cochem, Germany, (WG 8 N0224) were approved as presented.

2. Convenor’s Report

a. At the opening working session, Mr. Cogman presented a status report that highlighted the need to ensure that material submitted for draft documents is within scope.. See attachment 3.This is separate from the convenor’s report delivered during the plenary session. See below.  

b. During the plenary, Mr. Cogman presented his Convenor’s Report. (WG8N0238).

3. National body reports

There were no national body reports during the WG 8 plenary. See SC 24 plenary minutes for NB reports. (24N2356)

4. Liaison organization reports

a.   Mr. Foley reported on interactions with the Feature Attribute Coding Catalogue Working Party (FACC WP). (WG8N240)

b.   Mr. Gifford was prepared to present the SEDRIS Organization's report Analysis of Converting MS Word Files to HTML Format. However, due to time constraints he was requested to just post the report to the document register. (WG8N0235)

c.   For other liaison reports to the SC 24 plenary session, see SC 24 plenary minutes (24N2356).

5. Editors’ reports

a. Mr. Puk briefly discussed the processing of SEDRIS and SEDRIS LB comments as part of the London working group earlier in the week. He reported that SEDRIS parts 2 and 3 were being held in abeyance, awaiting a decision by the working group as to whether both parts are needed. Note: after the plenary, the group decided to move ahead with both parts 2 and 3, but discussions are forthcoming over the WG 8 e-mail reflector about the contents. WD 2 of Part 2 is tentatively scheduled to be released in October, in time for a review at meeting #13 in December. He also noted that the language binding standards are following along either at the same time or shortly after their related functional standard drafts.

b. No other editors presented reports. The editors of the EDCS and SRM functional standards were not present in London. The London meeting was addressing the SEDRIS standards so they had opted not to attend. In particular, Messrs. Birkel and Carson were continuing to work on preparing the disposition of comments document for the EDCS CD, which was due 20 June.

6. Other reports

a. Due to time constraints, the SEDRIS Organization’s report Analysis of Converting MS Word Files to HTML Format was deferred, The secretariat was to post the report and request review and comments in sufficient time for the SRM editors to continue their drafting of WD 7, expected to be immediately after the release of the EDCS FCD, on or about 20 August.

b. During the plenary session, Mr. O’Brien briefed a presentation on registration entitled Registration across feature catalogue.(Attachment 4).
7. Appointment of committee to draft recommendations to SC 24

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

8. Review of ISO/IEC WD5 18023-1 SEDRIS Part 1, Fifth Working Draft (WG 8 N0219)
8.1 Comments processing

The group processed a total of 363 comments submitted by the Japan, UK, and US NBs; TC 211; and the SEDRIS LO. The disposition of the comments is contained in Consolidated Responses to Comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18023-1, SEDRIS: Part 1 (WG 8 N0236). The spreadsheet used to process the comments is provided as attachment 5. 

8.2 Notable discussion arising from the processing of comments

a. Discussion arose about the need to avoid text in standards that is tutorial in nature. The drafting guidelines indicate that such is to be avoided. The problem seems to be one of determining what is tutorial and what is not.

b. Mr. Mamaghani noted that that bulk of comments on SEDRIS are more editorial in nature, as opposed to really getting at the substance of the document. This was unlike the reviews conducted thus far with the other standards. He noted that the group needs to pay more attention to clauses five and six.

c. All agreed that Clause 4 needs a lot of work. Mr. Mamaghani suggested that the group should convene to re-write Clause 4. Mr. Puk said this is impractical. Mr. Mamaghani complained that WG 8 members keep making new comments on issues already agreed upon. He said much of the comments are very subjective. The group agreed that there needs to be a committee of authors to work together.

d. The name SEDRIS continues to be an issue. There is some confusion created by the fact that the term SEDRIS is used three ways:

1) SEDRIS - the organization/project

2) SEDRIS - the technologies

3) SEDRIS - the components

The group agreed that when the term is used, the text in the standard needs to be clear how it is being used. 

e. Mr. Foley volunteered to re-write the Scope and sub-clause 4.2.1, What SEDRIS is intended to do, off-line. On day four, 20 June, he provided the re-writes and the group worked on further revisions.

9. Discussion regarding ISO/IEC 18025 Environmental Data Coding Specification CD

Note: The group interrupted the processing of comments on 18023-1 WD 5 to discuss EDCS issues and status in a previously scheduled conference telephone call with the EDCS editors, Messrs. Birkel and Carson.

9.1 Status of responses to comments on EDCS CD

The editors reported that the processing of the comments for the consolidated comments response document was not complete and that the recommendations to SC 24 would need to include the need to delay the posting of the document. The group agreed that if would recommend 31 July.

9.2 Progression to CD 2 or FCD

The group agreed that the WG 8 recommendation should be that the EDCS progress to FCD. This, of course, depends on how the NBs vote on the disposition of comments.

9.3 Procedural objection raised by Mr. Fujimura

At the opening of day four, 20 June, Mr. Fujimura stated his objection to conference call held the previous afternoon with the editors. He stated he did not have time to review the document distributed for review during the call, ahead of time. He pointed out that listening to speakerphone is very difficult for non-native speakers. He stated that he wanted the right to re-comment against the next revision of the EDCS and that he would like to re-open the discussion about Japan comment T006. He said he would change his approval of batch C.  To resolve the issue and clarify the discussions that occurred, Mr. Berner offered to meet with Mr. Fujimura offline. This occurred. They later reported that the issues had been resolved and Mr. Fujimura stated he was satisfied with the resolution of the comments noted above.

10.  Review of ISO/IEC WD5 18024 SEDRIS Language Binding WD5 (WG 8 N0220)

The group processed 18 comments provided by the Japan and US national bodies, as well as the SEDRIS organization. Their disposition is contained in Consolidated Responses to Comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18024-4, SEDRIS Language Bindings: Part 4: C.  (WG 8 N0237)

11.  Need for parts 2 and 3 of the SEDRIS standard (18023)

a. Mr. Campos presented a report prepared by the SEDRIS Organization as a result of efforts in completing AI 10-14 that was to address the need for a three-part SEDRIS standard. See attachment 6. The conclusion was that the parts would remain for now. The discussion centred on gaining an understanding of what is contained in parts 2 and 3.

b. One suggestion was that the parts two and three be cancelled and restarted as separate standards. Mr. Cogman took an action to initiate further discussion on this proposal on the e-mail reflector. Mr. Puk noted that the group could actually submit the CDs as part of the new work items. Mr. Fujimura stated that the Japan NB might not support such a change.

12.  Programme of work

The group agreed to the schedule contained in (attachment 7).

13.  Confirmation of the dates and place for upcoming WG 8 meetings

a. The next WG 8 meeting, #13, will be held in Orlando, Florida 9 – 13 December 2002. It will include a review of the comments on WD6 of SEDRIS, part 1, WD 2 of SEDRIS, part 2, and WD6 of the SEDRIS language binding. 

b. The group will meet in Stuttgart, Germany for meeting #14 sometime either in late February or March, to review WD 7 of both the SRM and WD 4 of its language binding. 

c. Meeting #15 will convene on Jeju Island in Korea, 19 – 28 June 2003 to review the FCDs of EDCS and  EDCS language binding. 

14.  Recommendations to SC 24 

The group reviewed and approved the recommendations to SC 24. (WG 8 N0239) 

15.  Action items

The actions assigned at this meeting have been merged with old items and included as attachment 8. 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 12-01 through 12-11.  

16.   Close

The meeting was adjourned at 1755 hours 21 June 2002.

Respectfully submitted,

Tim Gifford

Secretariat
ISO/IEC STC 1/SC 24/WG 8
Environmental Representation

Attachment 1

List of WG 8 Participants

London, United Kingdom

17 – 21 June 2002

	Family Name
	Given Name
	Address
	E-mail

	Berner
	Paul
	SEDRIS Organization

10801 Cavalier Drive

Silver Spring, MD  20901

+1 301-593-9021
	berner@consultant.com

	Campos
	Jesse
	Science Applications International Corporation

12901 Science Dr.

Orlando, FL 32826

+1 407-243-3796
	jesse.j.campos@saic.com

	Carswell
	John
	Reality By Design

12001 Science Dr.

Orlando, FL 32826

+1 407-736-0066
	jcarswell@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

12901 Science Drive

Orlando, FL 32826-3014 

+1 407-243-3609
	coxr@saic.com

	Foley
	Paul
	Defense Modeling and Simulation Office/Quantum Research International

1901 North Beauregard St, Suite 500

Alexandria, VA 22311

+1 703-824-3453

fax +1 703-998-0667
	pfoley@dmso.mil

	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

	Harbaugh
	Mike
	National Imagery and Mapping Agency

3838 Vogel Rd., PST L-66

Arnold, MO  63010

+1 314-263-4567

fax +1 314-263-4381
	harbaughm@nima.mil

	Harris
	Richard
	Thales Training & Simulation

Gatwick Rd.

Crawley, RH10 9RL

United Kingdom

+44 1293 563 806
	richard.harris@thales-tts.com

	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

	Kim
	Seong Gon
	Codic Communications Co, ltd.

Hyojae B/D 3rd Poidong, 

Kanghamhu, Seoul, Korea

+82 2 577-2836

fax +82 2 577-2809
	sgkim@codic.co.kr

	Kimn
	Ha-Jine
	School of Information and Computer Engineering,

Ajou University

5 Wonchon-Dong

Suwon 442-749

Republic of Korea

82-31-219-2433
	hjkimn@ajou.ac.kr

	Mamaghani
	Farid
	SEDRIS Organization

19223 SE 45th Court

Issaquah, WA 98027

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

farid@halcyon.com

	Moore
	Laura
	National Imagery & Mapping Agency

OBG L-66 3838 Vogel Rd.

Arnold, MO  63010

+1 314 263 4567

fax +1 314 263 4381
	moorela@nima.mil

	O’Brien
	Doug
	IDON

280 Metcalf St.

Ottawa, Canada


	dobrien@idon.com

	Puk
	Richard
	Intelligraphics Inc.

7644 Cortina Court

Carlsbad, CA 92009-8206

+1 760-753-9027

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

	Roswell
	Charles
	National Imagery & Mapping Agency

12310 Sunrise Valley Dr.

MS P-24

Reston, VA  20191

+1 703 262 4418
	roswellc@nima.mil

	Smith
	Martin
	Dstl

St. Andrews Rd.

Malvern, UK  WR14 3PS

+44 1684 771390
	msmith@dstl.gov.uk

	Smith
	Neil
	UK Dstl

Bedford MK41 6AE

United Kingdom

+ 44 1234 716436 
	nsmith@dstl.gov.uk

	Stride
	Jean
	BSI

389 Chiswick High Rd.

London W4 4AL

United Kingdom

+44 208 996 7431
	jean.stride@bsi-global.com

	Worley


	Michele
	Science Applications International Corporation

12901 Science Drive

Orlando, FL 32826-3014 

+1 407-243-3607
	michele.l.worley@saic.com


Attachment 2

ISO/IEC JTC 1 SC 24 WG 8 

London, U.K.

17 – 22 June 2002

1. Welcome (0900, 17 June 2002)

2. Introductions

3. Adoption of agenda

4. Appointment of committee for drafting SC24 Recommendations

5. Convenor’s overview

6. Review of ISO/IEC WD5 18023-1 SEDRIS Part 1, Fifth Working Draft

7. EDCS

· Status of responses to comments on EDCS CD

· Determination of recommendation to SC 24 that deadline for responses be extended

· Progression to CD 2 or FCD

· Any other technical issues 

8. Review of ISO/IEC WD5 18024-4, SEDRIS Language Bindings, Part 4: C Fifth Working Draft

9. SEDRIS Parts 2 and 3, are they needed? – SEDRIS Organization

WG8 Plenary Session (1400-1600, 20 June 2002)

10. Welcome

11. Roll call and introductions

12. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting (WG 8 N0224)

13. Convenor's report

· E-mail list

14. National body reports

15. Liaison reports

· FACC WP – Foley 

16. Editor's reports

17. Other presentations and discussion items 

· HTML publication issues – postponed, will be provided later 

· Registration across feature catalogues– Doug O’Brien

18. Review the Programme of Work

19. Confirm the dates and places for future WG 8 meetings.

20. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24

SC 24 Plenary (0930 – 1200, 21 June 2002) (WG 8 members not attending the plenary will continue to work on ad hoc  EDCS issues.)

Resumption of working group document review activities (1300, 21 June 2002) 

21. Continuation of document review, as required.

22. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings (WG 8 N0224)

23. Review new action items.

24. Close (1700, 22 June 2002)
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Action Items Status

	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned to
	Due
	Done
	Comment

	02-14
	Section 5.2.4 SEARCH_VALUE_TYPE_ENUM needs comments.
	F. Mamaghani Clause 4 team

M. Worley
	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

22-Apr-02 release of WD 5. Now included as selection data type. See 5.2.5.37.

17-Jun-02 still open more explanation needs to be added to Clause 5 for how these are used.

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

22-Apr-02 WD 5 release. 

Property_Value_Fields changed.

	02-63
	Update SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 7.4.1, Conversions API overview, with current SEDRIS listing.
	Puk

Carson

Puk, SEDRIS core team
	Next draft
	22-Apr-02
	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.

11-Nov-01 e-mail from S. Carson asking P. Birkel if this was completed.

21-Feb-02 Action reassigned to D. Puk and SEDRIS core team.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 release updated sub clause 7.3.1 conversions API overview.

	02-72
	For clause 4, 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

17-June-02 remains open

	03-13
	Define “environment” for use in Clause 4(s).
	F. Mamaghani
	15-May-00
	17-Jun-02
	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.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still not included. 

17-Jun-02 Group agreed that def. 2 in NSOED is sufficient.

	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

17-Feb-02 P. Foley informed T. Gifford that (WG 8 Secretariat) neither document applies directly, but both will be added to the WG8 Document Register.  

14-Apr-02 P. Foley provides status to secretariat: Checked with C. Roswell to ensure latest copy is posted.  Both documents were to have been available in March but were not posted as of 1 April, will check on return.  Should be at WG8 document register by 30 April.

21-Jun-02 will be sent to secretariat upon return from meeting #12

	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, non-US NBs
	22-Mar-01

20-Mar-02
	21-Jun-02
	13-Jun-01 still open

11-Nov-01 no action reported

17-Feb-02 P. Foley informed T. Gifford (WG 8 Secretariat) that research is not complete and no input has been received from non-U.S. WG8 participants.

21-Feb-02 At meeting #10, request was made for input from non-US NBs due at time of EDCS ballot response. T. Gifford to remind members via the e-mail reflector.

14-Apr-01 P. Foley provides status to secretariat: Still need requested input. C. Roswell will ask for TC211 help at its May plenary.

21-Jun-02 closed. Group decided this should be closed.  Adequate time has passed.

	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.

13-Feb-02 e-mail stating he has worked on this some and believes it will come together better once the SRM conceptual model matures more. So, this item is still open.

06-Jun-02 e-mail from P. Birkel recommending that this be deferred until after the WD7 release, to leverage the rework of the API and data structures and that doing it now would be pointless.

	07-10
	Recommend how registration is to be accomplished in the SRM standard.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	Next SRM Draft (WD 6) (WD 7)
	
	11-Nov-01 S. Carson reported he has drafted text to include this in WD 6. Still open.

14-Jan-02 WD 6 released. This was not addressed.

06-Jun-02 Birkel e-mail stating he recommends revising due date to be in WD7 (currently states WD6 and didn't happen).  We discussed in Santa Fe and agreed to follow the EDCS paradigm, although terminology like Label and Code may need to be adjusted.  Given the release of EDCS FCD/CD2 this summer, we can further bonus language from it in SRM WD7.

	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
	21-Jun-02
	24-Aug-01 still open

11-Nov-01 no activity reported

17-Feb-02 P. Foley informed T. Gifford (WG 8 Secretariat) that this items is still open and will be closed by the April ‘02 meeting.

14-Apr-01 P. Foley provides status to secretariat: Still in work, will be a topic at next JSG (June 2002).

21-Jun-02 P. Foley reported that the doucement has been provided to P. Berner and that it was used in write-up on profiles.

	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.

21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported at meeting #10 that no progress has been made.

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

13-Feb-02 e-mail from S. Carson noting it is still open. He did not have time to complete it.

13-Feb-02 e-mail from P. Birkel stating the item is still open.

02-Apr-02 e-mails from S. Carson and P. Birkel stating the action is still open.

06-Jun-02 e-mail from P. Birkel stating the work on the pro formas should at least partially address this. This could be addressed during comment-time on the EDCS FCD/CD2.

	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.

13-Feb-02 e-mail from S. Carson stating this is still open but that he will do this as part of his review of the CD.

06-Jun-02 S. Carson stated in a phone call that this is still open


	09-01
	Address the deficiency cited in UK comments T17 and T18 on WD 4, SEDRIS, Pt. 1, sub clause 7.4.18 DetermineSpatialInclusion. 
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	22-Apr-02
	22-Ap-02 WD 5 released. Revisions made to DetermineSpatialInclusion, now 7.4.17,

	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
	22-Apr-02
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open, but the information will be included in WD 5.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released

	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
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released 2nd paragraph was revised. The issue is now moot.



	09-04
	Provide description that properly describes how this function operates. SEDRIS pt 1, sub clause 7.4.66, HasComponents. Refer to UK comment T40 on WD 4.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released HasComponents is now 7.4.69.

	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
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 release IntializeCompentnIterator now 7.4.72. Re-written.

	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
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 release IntializeCompentnIterator now 7.4.72. Re-written.

	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
	
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open. There is a core team meeting scheduled to address this.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. This item not addressed.

	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
	22-Apr-02
	02-Apr-02 e-mail from S. Carson stating he had provided John Carswell with data on how Version is treated in CGM.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. GetTransmittalFile no longer included. 

	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
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. It included re-write.

	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 is if we can have either URL and URN or either one or the other.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	22-Apr-02
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open, but the information will be included in WD 5. This issue is being resolved with a different mechanism than the VRML solution. VRML situation is different than SEDRIS and does not fit.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. 

	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
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD release contained a re-write.

	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
	22-Apr-02
	21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported at meeting #10 that this item is still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. 

	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
	22-Apr-02
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. General_Hierarchy_Seclect no longer included as Set Data Type.

	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
	
	17-Feb-02 P. Foley informed T. Gifford (WG 8 Secretariat) that detailed mapping of the existing DRM content to the ISO 19115 is not completed and will result in a SEDRIS Change Request to align SEDRIS DRM content fields with the TC 211 generated standard. All references to the U.S. Federal geographic Data Committee (FGDC) standard for metadata content should be removed.  Anticipated date to close: June 2002

06-Jun-02 Foley reported during SEDRIS Org. conf. call that this is being worked.

	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
	22-Apr-02
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open, but the information will be included in WD 5. Library IDs are being done away with. The resolution for this will be provided by 20-Mar-02.

22-Ap-02 WD 5 released. Valid ID removed.

	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
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open. The prevailing opinion is that that DRM need only be included as part of the label in a few items. 

22-Ap-02 WD 5 released. DRM_<CLASS_NAME> remains. 

06-Jun-02 J. Campos stated in a telephone call that resolution will require the redesign of some of the classes to get rid of the conflicts. 

	09-22
	Provide examples as discussed in US comment T0162 on WD SEDRIS pt. 1 regarding data classes.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Mar-02
	
	See also 09-28

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. While some were added, there are still examples missing. 

	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
	
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still has missing definitions.

	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
	
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. While some were added, there are still examples missing.

	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
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released with note indicating that this is still open.

	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
	
	22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Term “stamp” remains. Now located as Table 6.280.

06-Jun-02 F. Mamaghani stated during a phone call that “stamp” is the common term. D. Puk noted that there needs to be a better description of the term.

	09-31
	Determine the right limits for sentinel values. Refer to US comment T201 regarding stamp behaviour on SEDRIS pt 1, WD 4. 
	D. Puk & J. Carswell
	15-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released.  Still open.

	09-32
	Craft method for specifying fonts in DRM.
	J. Carswell & D. Puk
	15-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released Still not addressed.

	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
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from S. Carson stating he had provided sample specification.

13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

02-Apr-02 e-mail from S. Carson re-stating that he had provided the PREMO spec.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still not addressed

	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
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating he believes the SEDRIS core team has been working this issue but that it has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open to his knowledge.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. This item not completely addressed.

	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
	22-Apr-02
	21-Feb-02 still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. The name of the data type has been changed from "Ordered_Union_Type" to "Ordering_Reason". This is more indicative of the purpose of the data type. However, the enumernants are
mostly the same as before. Now found in 5.2.5.30 in WD5. Issue is moot.

	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 lead. M. Worley 
	15-Feb-02
	
	17-Feb-02 P. Foley reported to T. Gifford (WG 8 Secretariat) that this item is still open and said it would be closed by the April ’02 meeting.

14-Apr-01 P. Foley provides status to secretariat: still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still open.

	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
	
	21-Feb-02 still open

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. “Graphic Format” no longer used. Still open. “Browse_media” now used. Problem is still there.

	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
	
	21-Feb-02 still open 

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still open.

	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
	
	21-Feb-02 still open

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still open.

	09-40
	Specify 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
	
	21-Feb-02 still open

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still open.

	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
	
	21-Feb-02 The actionees reported at meeting #10 that this item is still open.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. This was not addressed.

05-Jun-02 e-mail from L. Hembree stating this item is still open.

	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
	
	21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported he believes this has been covered by an SCR and will verify.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still open.

	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
	
	21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported he believes this has been covered by an SCR and will verify.

22-Apr-02 WD 5 released. Still open.

	10-01
	Identify key points of contact within WMO for the purpose of moving forward with a liaison relationship.
	S. Carson, L. Hembree, R. Cox
	09-Apr-02
	
	17-Feb-02 S. Carson stated he could provide a list from which key POCs may be discerned.

02-Apr-02 e-mail from S. Carson requesting that this be deferred until after the Cochem meeting.

04-Apr-02 e-mail from S. Carson providing list mentioned above.

05-Jun-02 e-mail from L. Hembree stating this item is still open.

	10-02
	Provide list of Sweden POCs so that WG 8 may facilitate participation by FMV in the Swedish standards organization and thus participation in SC 24 and WG 8.
	S. Carson
	
	18-Feb-02
	17-Feb-02 S. Carson provided list to the Secretariat, T. Gifford.

	10-03
	Prepare paper that addresses differences in terminology differences between WG 8 purposes and TC 211. This kind of information would be used as footnotes in the SRM.

Ask TC 211 if our usage of the following terms; reference datum, reference datum set, reference point, and reference surface is consistent with their usage of the terms. (contact C. Roswell)


	P. Foley, P. Berner
	07-Mar-02
	
	14-Apr-02 status from P. Foley provided to secretariat: Provide to editors by 31 May 2002.

06-Jun-02 P. Foley and P. Berner stated in a telephone call that this is still open.

	10-04
	Submit VRML Amendment 1 comments to SC 24 Secretariat.
	T. Gifford
	02-Mar-02
	26-Feb-02
	26-Feb-02 e-mail from WG 8 Secretariat to SC 24 Secretariat providing comments.

	10-05
	Draft replacement text for the scope clause of SRM for input into WD 7 and put on reflector to initiate review and discussion.
	P. Foley, F. Mamaghani, R. Toms, S. Carson, P. Birkel
	08-Mar-02
	27-Mar-02
	27-Mar-02 e-mail from P. Foley to initiate discussion.

	10-06
	Investigate and report the results on the publication issues with regard to format in generating acceptable html. 


	SEDRIS
	13-Jun-02
	
	

21-Jun-02 The secretarial will post the report upon return from the meeting and initiate the discussion so as to arrive at a decision by 15 Aug-02.

	10-07
	Ask TC 184 if our usage of the following terms; reference datum, reference datum set, reference point, and reference surface is consistent with their usage of the terms.


	S. Carson
	15-May-02
	
	21-Jun-02 still open.

	10-08
	Make presentation at London meeting on why space-time should be included in the SRM.
	UK (S. Carson)
	13-Jun-02
	
	21-Jun-02 deferred to December meeting (#13). Alternatively, a discussion may be initiated on the reflector sooner.

	10-09
	Provide definition for brackets. See UK comment T061 on WD 1 of SEDRIS pt. 2.


	S. Carson
	
	21-Feb-02
	21-Feb-02 S. Carson provided the definition to D. Puk during meeting #10.

	10-10
	Supply replacement text for sub-clause 5.1.3 regarding meta-symbols. See UK comment T068 on SEDRIS pt. 2, WD 1.
	S. Carson
	In time for next draft
	
	

	10-11
	Provide lessons learned-type document/ guidelines for producing documentation w/regard to html. Refer to UK comment G001 on SEDRIS part 2., WD 1.


	S. Carson
	01-May-02
	
	06-Jun-02 S. Carson reported in a telephone call that this item is still open. It is being worked now as part the SRM effort.

	10-14
	Prepare white paper, and presentation to accompany it, on the issue of SEDRIS as a three-part standard. How the SEDRIS Organization would propose the SEDRIS standard be packaged, recommend the best way of handling abstract transmittal format. Consult with SC 24 experts as part of the investigation. The paper should be submitted in advance of meeting #11 12 and the presentation would be delivered at the meeting. 
	SEDRIS org.
	27-Mar-02

27-May-02
	20-Jun-02
	04-Mar-02 e-mail from P. Foley requesting delay in due date to coincide with the London meeting.

No objections received. New date as recommended in above e-mail.

20-Jun-02 completed at meeting #12 in London.

	11-01
	Post announcement to WG 8 reflector when SC 24 has posted its copy of response document to comments on VRML amendment 1.
	T. Gifford
	TBD
	07-Jun-02
	07-Jun-02 e-mail from secretariat announcing the availability of the document on SC 24 web site.

	11-02
	Obtain a list from ITTF of organizations whose specifications may be normatively referenced from ISO standards without an RER.
	S. Carson
	17-Jun-02
	
	Still open

	11-03
	Provide list of NBs from ISO/IEC JTC 1 SC 24.
	T. Gifford
	17-Jun-02
	07-Jun-02
	07-Jun-02 e-mail from secretariat listing the NB members of SC 24.

	11-04
	Ask ISO for an opinion on the placement of an URL at bottom of each page on a standard.


	S. Carson
	
	06-Jun-02
	06 Jun-02 During a telephone call, S. Carson said this is complete. ISO wants URL on the bottom. It does not condone a URL that would take you outside of ISO. 

	11-05
	Provide guidelines rule(s) of structured definitions for EEs in the EDCS.  Must be in the same EA set.  
	L. Hembree
	
	05-Jun-02
	05-Jun-02 e-mail from L. Hembree stating he had provided this to the editors.

	11-06
	Query ISO regarding the use of the NSOED as NR.
	S. Carson
	19-Jun-02
	06-Jun-02
	06-Jun-02 S. Carson reported during a telephone call that he had received a response indicating that the NSOED may be used as an NR.

	11-07
	Read EDCS CD conformance clause and do complete scrub and post the results. Be sure to note re-writes and comments submitted in preparation for Cochem meeting.
	D. Puk, J. Campos, M. Worley, S. Carson, P. Berner.
	19-Apr-02
	
	To be accomplished via telephone conference call. 

19-Jun-02 agreed at meeting #12 that this issue be addressed by the editors based on feedback already agreed upon. An ad hoc group will be formed after release of next draft to address this issue for the purpose providing comments/changes against it.

	11-08
	Review the EDCS organization schemas, i.e., and reassign classifications and attributes, as appropriate to ensure clear definition and consistent application in the preparation of the next draft of the EDCS. 
	SEDRIS Org. 
	01-Jun-02
	10-Jun-02
	Unfortunately, changes in EDCS concepts in the last two rounds of revisions appear to have resulted in a number of miss-associations that should be corrected.

10-Jun-02 recommendations posted to the document register. (WG 8 N0234)

	11-09
	Draft options and initiate discussion on e-mail reflector regarding naming schemes for the EDCS, need for string schema dictionary, no change to existing method, constrained string mechanism, EE EA pairing.
	J. Campos & S. Carson
	26-Apr-02
	13-Jun-02
	13-Jun-02 e-mail from J. Campos.


	12-01
	Research the directives to determine if one can have an entry in glossary that has for its definition, a pointer to concepts clause?  This relates to discussion on SEDRIS Part 1, WD 5, SEDRIS Organization comment T006 on sub-clause 3.35.
	T. Gifford
	31-Jul-02
	
	

	12-02
	Study the issue of Predefined_Function and provide recommendation to the group. This relates to US comment T047 On SEDRIS part 1, WD 5. Subclause 5.2.5.32.
	M. Worley and J. Carswell
	01-Aug-02
	
	

	12-03
	Re-write the discussion in SEDRIS Part 1 regarding camera point. See Japan comment T015 on WD 5, sub-clause 4.4.8.2.2.3.
	M. Worley
	01-Aug-02
	
	

	12-04
	Provide text for SEDRIS Part 1 that responds to the problems (adding constraints not now there) cited by US comments T071 and T072 regarding constraints in Tables 6.212, 6.149, 6.216, 6.237. This relates to meta-values. 
	M. Worley
	01-Aug-02
	
	

	12-05
	Based on discussions on Japan comment T006 on the EDCS CD, draft response to Japan NB. Refer to e-mail from S. Carson dated 11-Jun-02 item [6b] and file named EDCS CD1 Comment Japan_T006.doc. (Attribute value type re-write.)
	D. Puk
	28-Jun-02
	
	

	12-06
	Draft message for J. Stride to submit to SISO inquiring about replacement for G. Wiehagen.
	T. Gifford
	31-Jul-02
	
	

	12-07
	Initiate the review of the WG 8 reflector list to determine who should be on it. Each HOD of NBs and LOs is to review list and recommend deletions or additions, if necessary. Upon conclusion, the secretariat will notify those being removed. 
	T. Gifford
	
	
	

	12-08
	Work with editors to resolve US T074 and T079 on SEDRIS part.1, WD 5 subject analysing the names of the API functions to ensure that the function names reflect the functionality. 
	J. Campos
	20-Jul-02
	
	

	12-09
	Investigate and make recommendation to the group on how the issue of implementation of sets as bit fields or Booleans. Refer to SEDRIS comment T003 on WD 5 of the SEDRIS LB. Sub-clause 5.2.6 Set_data types.
	SEDRIS org./D. Puk
	01-Aug-02
	
	

	12-10
	Coordinate with the SEDRIS editors to ensure those things presently hidden in the API are appropriately added to the DRM.
	J. Campos 
	12-Jul-02
	
	

	12-11
	Initiate discussion on the reflector of the proposal for having a separate standard for the encodings of SEDRIS. The end goal would be the splitting out from the SEDRIS standard which can be done with SC 24 approval rather than having to elevate such to the JTC 1 level. This would be approved by SC 24 letter ballot. An NWI would have to be initiated.
	J. Cogman
	28-Jun-02
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