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These meeting minutes document the activities of Working Group 8 at its twenty-second meeting held in Prague, Czech Republic. On 5 June, members of WG 8 participated in meetings to address the new work item, Templates for the SEDRIS DRM.  Also covered was the need for registration of items for the SRM and SEDRIS Part 1, as well as the need for collaboration with the work of TC 211 with regard to registries.  Further, the group addressed issues found in the approved ISO/IEC 18026. This document covers the minutes of the WG 8 Plenary held on 6 June 2006 and contains the following:

Sections 1 – 14: Minutes of Meeting #22
Attachment 1:
Meeting #22 Final Agenda
Attachment 2:
EDCS Editor's Report to the WG 8 Plenary
Attachment 3:
Action items
Attachment 4:
EDCS Registry Rapporteur Report
Attachment 5:
Templates to Facilitate the Use of SEDRIS DRM 
Attachment 6:
SRM Editor's Report
1. Initial activities

1.1 Start of meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor, opened the meeting at 1407 hours on 6 June 2006 by thanking the Czech Standards Institute for hosting the meeting. He summarized the purpose of the meeting as reviewing the progress of the year and briefly discussed items to be resolved through the recommendations to SC 24. Next were the introductions. The following national bodies were represented: 


Australia:
Mr. C. Body

Germany:
Mr. I. Grieger (participated via e-mail in regard to the resolutions)



Japan:
Mr. Fujimura, K.


Korea:
Mr. Jin, J-Y



Mr. Kimn, H-J



Mr. Kwon, Y-S




United Kingdom:
Mr. J. Alcorta, SC 24 Secretariat
Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor



Mr. M. Smith


United States:
Mr. R. Cox, Document Editor
             Mr. L. Hembree, Document Editor


Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat
Mr. R. Puk, Document Editor
Apologies of absence were received from Mr. M. Leite (US) and Mr. C. Roswell (TC 211 liaison) who were unable to attended due to travel limitations.
There were no representatives from TC 211.

The following was present as the representative of the category C liaison SEDRIS Organization:


Mr. F. Mamaghani, Document Editor, Registry Rapporteur

There were no representatives from the category C liaison Digital Geographic Information Working Group (DGIWG).

There were no representatives from the category C liaison International Hydrographic Organization.


There were no representatives from the category C liaison Open Geospatial Consortium.

There were no representatives from the category C liaison Simulation Interoperability Standards Org-
anization.

1.2 Adoption of agenda

The meeting agenda was reviewed and adopted at the 5 June working session. The final agenda, which reflects as closely as possible how the meeting progressed, is included as Attachment 1. 

1.3 Approval of meeting #21 minutes

The minutes of the Twenty-First Working Group 8 meeting (WG 8 N0405) held in Sydney, Australia were approved as submitted. 

2. Convenor’s report 

Mr. Cogman presented his convenor’s report in written form previous to the meeting.  See WG 8 N0436.  In the discussion that followed Mr. Cogman’s brief remarks summarizing his report, Mr. Cox pointed out that during the Montreal meeting of TC211, the SRM presentation by Messrs. Berner and Toms made a big difference and probably contributed to the fact there were no negative ballots on the Spatial Reference Model (ISO/IEC 18026).
3. National body reports

None

4. Liaison organization reports

4.1 The SEDRIS Organization

The SEDRIS Organization liaison report was provided in written form.  See WG 8 N0440.  Mr. Mamaghani said he is very pleased that four standards have been published this year and that he appreciates all the hard work done by the members of WG 8.  He stated that the 4.1 version of the SEDRIS software development kits will be completed by end of this month and that all implementations will be available in July.

4.2 ISO/TC 211

There was no report to WG 8 by TC 211 but Mr. Leite (SC 24 liaison to ISO/TC 211) had submitted a report and presentation to SC 24 previous to the Prague meetings.  See documents SC 24 N2850 and N2851 respectively.  Mr. Cogman made some remarks regarding the liaison with TC 211.  He said that cooperation with TC 211 is good. He noted that SC 24 has participated in the last three TC 211 plenary meetings, i.e., Stockholm in June 2005, Montreal in September 2005, and Orlando in May 2006.  Mr. Cogman noted that during the Stockholm meeting, he gave overview of the SEDRIS standards in general.  At the Montreal Messrs. Berner and Toms gave a presentation on SRM.  In Orlando, Mr. Mamaghani conducted a tutorial on the SEDRIS standard but that the attendance was not as good as would have been liked. He noted that the tutorial was not well advertised and was held on Sunday, before the TC 211 meetings were underway and before many had likely arrived in Orlando.  

Mr. Cogman noted that TC 211 and SC 24 have established a joint task force (JTF) and that the co-convenors are Messrs. Michael Leite representing SC 24 and Charles Roswell, representing TC 211, both members of WG 8.
4.3 NATO Modelling and Simulation Group (NMSG)

There was no report to WG 8 but Mr. Leite (SC 24 liaison to NMSG) had submitted a report and presentation to SC 24 previous to the Prague meetings.  See documents SC 24 N2850 and N2851 respectively.  Mr. Cogman made some remarks regarding the liaison with NMSG. He said the main activity of the NMSG is toward NATO Standardization Agreements (STANAGs).  NSMG will be adopting the SEDRIS series of standards once they all have been published. He said there will be three STANAGs, not eight, one each for the EDCS, SRM, and SEDRIS-related standards. 
4.4 Digital Geographic Information Working Group (DGIWG)
Mr. Cox  reported his activities of the past year, most recently his attendance at the DGIWG Plenary in April, in Amsterdam.  He stated that the notion of the EDCS registry and the fact that it is being run as part of SC 24’s ISO/IEC 9973 registry was very well received.  He added that the demonstration he conducted on its use received considerable favourable responses.  See SC 24 N2881 for Mr. Cox’s slides presented during the SC 24 Plenary.
5. Editors’ reports

5.1 SRM

Mr. Berner summarised the results of the discussions regarding SRM defects, proposed solutions, and recommended additions during the working meeting the previous day (5 June). He said during the process of preparing the document for publication, 378 defects were found, of which 335 were editorial. This number was stated by ITTF to be too numerous to be corrected without a second FDIS ballot.  The result was that only one change has been made to the balloted FDIS, which is to change a label to correspond to the equivalent label in the SRM language binding.
It was agreed that technical errors should be corrected using a corrigendum, although there was uncertainty about whether this would be quicker than an amendment. There was disagreement, however, concerning whether the remaining technical changes should be made by an amendment (supplement to existing standard) or a revision (fully revised standard). Japan stated that if an NWIP for a revision were balloted so soon after the publication of the SRM, it would be rejected. The SEDRIS Organization stated that they had a strong preference for fully revised new edition of the SRM, as opposed to an amendment that had to be used in conjunction with the published SRM. To resolve the differences, the SC 24 Secretary was requested to ask ITTF for the respective timescales for a corrigendum, amendment and revision.
(Secretary’s note:  This point was discussed further at the SC 24 Plenary on 9 June. As a result of the SC 24 secretary’s request, the head of the ITTF, Keith Brannon, attended the meeting. Keith Brannon reported to the meeting that, once an amendment has been approved, an option is available to roll the amendment into a new edition of the standard.  This would allow the changes to be made by an amendment as opposed to revision, but for all the changes to be included in a new edition of the standard. See Recommendations to SC 24, 22nd SC 24/WG 8 Meeting (WG 8 N0435). Mr. Berner will prepare and submit a defects report in the coming weeks. The slides used in the 5 June working session are provided in Attachment 6.)
5.2 SRM LB
Mr. Puk stated that the SRM LB is ready for publication but awaiting publication of the SRM (18026) itself.  He said he had not yet received a proof for final review.
5.3 EDCS LB

Mr. Puk reported that the defects and his suggested corrigendum to the EDCS LB (18041.4) he noted 6 October 2005 had not yet been acted upon.  Mr. Alcorta reported that he had checked with ITTF and apparently the message had been lost.  Mr. Puk said he would re-submit the message containing the corrected files.

5.4 SEDRIS
Mr. Puk reported that SEDRIS Part 1, (18023-1) had been issued 15 May with the wrong title and that action was underway at ITTF to correct it. He noted that SEDRIS Part 2 (18023-2) had had problems in production at ITTF but should be corrected and published soon.  He said SEDRIS Part 3 (18023-3) is also to be published soon.
5.5 SEDRIS LB

Mr. Puk reported that the SEDRIS LB (18024-4) was published 15 May.
5.6 EDCS

Messrs. Cox and Hembree presented the report on the EDCS. Refer to the attached slides (Attachment 2). Mr. Cox reported the editors (Ms . Worley and Messrs. Cox and Hembree) have noted a number of items in the various dictionaries that can be improved but that there is no need for a corrigendum.  However, there is an issue involving deprecation of entries in the dictionary that may result in the need to amend the EDCS.  As an example, central to the discussion is whether label changes can be made to more accurately reflect what is intended by the concept definition as part of a technical corrigendum or amendment without deprecating the item. Primarily, the text in Clause 10 and Annex F is at issue. Actions items 22-02 through 22-05 were assigned.  See Attachment 3.
6. Prototype registry rapporteur’s report

Mr. Mamaghani presented a report on the activities of the EDCS Rapporteur Group.  See Attachment 4 for the slides. He pointed out that the first few submissions to the registry have come largely from the 43 items discussed during the EDCS editing meeting held in Jeju in 2003 deferred until after IS and some from the U.S. Navy through the SEDRIS Organization.  There still remains a few of those to be worked and submitted. Mr. Mamaghani was asked about why there has not been more items submitted.  He replied that he believes there is a misconception about the lengthiness of the process and this has resulted in a reluctance to use the registry. He said there has been no negative feedback and added that once users understand the process, they do not have any problems using it. Mr. Mamaghani asked the HODs from the NBs in attendance if they had had any problems with the forms used in registering items.  Mr. Cogman replied that once he figured them out, he had no problems. He anticipates that the number of submissions will drastically increase this year with a large amount being worked now by a U.S. organization. 
(Secretary’s note 1:  Mr. Mamaghani provided considerable detail during the 5 June meeting on the status of the registries being established for the SEDRIS DRM and the SRM.  It was during this time that the consensus was reached that the registries for the EDCS, SRM, and SEDRIS DRM should be kept separate, at least for the time being.  Mr. Mamaghani stated that he would be providing the draft of WG 9 N0411, Process and Procedures for the Operation of the EDCS Registry for a final review during the week of meetings in Prague.  It is thought that the procedures for the SEDRIS DRM and SRM registries will be very similar. He stated that the browse and search capabilities for two registries have yet to be completed.)

(Secretary’s note 2: There also was considerable discussion on the desire to “converge” or collaborate with TC 211 on registries and have a strategy for maintaining the “good work” that has been done to date, i.e., there is a desire to achieve some commonality between the two organizations.  It is still unclear how this will be done. The JTF was established to address such matters.)
7. Appointment of rapporteurs for registries
The group re-appointed Mr. Mamaghani as rapporteur for the EDCS registry. Mr. Mamaghani reminded the group that his term would be up next June and according to the rules, he cannot be reappointed.
The group agreed there needs to be rapporteur groups for the SEDRIS DRM and the SRM.
Mr. Kwon was asked to consider serving as the rapporteur for the SEDRIS DRM.  He said he would consider this.  If he declines, then Mr. Puk has volunteered to serve in this capacity.  (Secretary’s note:  During the SC 24 Plenary, Mr. Kwon agreed to serve as the rapporteur.  See SC 24 resolution 20 in SC 24 N2880.
The group appointed Mr. Berner as rapporteur of the SRM registry.

8. Korean NWIP

During the 5 June working meeting, Mr. Kwon had presented his plan on the recently approved NWI for the “Templates for the SEDRIS DRM” technical report. See attachment 5. This was not repeated during the plenary since all those attending the plenary had also been in attendance at the working session.. 
(Secretary’s note:  After some discussion, there was a consensus during the 5 June session that the Technical Report is really a Type 3 rather than a Type 2, as had been noted in the NWIP. Mr. Alcorta agreed to take the issue to ITTF for recommendation as to the fastest way to achieve the desired result.)
9. Recommendations to SC 24 

The recommendations to SC 24 were discussed, approved, and were forwarded as WG 8 N0435.

10. Programme of work

The programme of work was approved, as included in recommendations document, WG 8 N0435.  
11. Confirmation of the dates and places for upcoming WG 8 meetings

There is an editors’ meeting scheduled in August in Korea to draft text for project 24.20, Templates for the SEDRIS DRM. 

Tentatively, there is an editing meeting in November, on the West Coast of the U.S. to review comments on the working draft of Templates for the SEDRIS DRM.  
A meeting of the SC 24/TC 211 JTF is planned to be held in Rome, Italy in November 2006. Confirmation is needed from TC 211 to ensure that it does not clash with the TC 211 Plenary, which is also in November.
The next WG 8 meetings are scheduled in conjunction with next year’s SC 24 Plenary to be held 9 – 13 July 2007 in Japan.
12. Review of old action items

The group reviewed the old action items during the working meeting 5 June found in attachment 3. Action items beginning as 01- are from meeting #1. Action items beginning with 14- are from meeting #14, and so forth. Items shaded in grey were closed as part of this meeting. Items missing from the list were closed at previous meetings.

13.  New action items

Actions assigned at this meeting include item 22-01 through 22-05 which are appended at the end of the old items. It is found in attachment 3.  There was insufficient time to review these items during the meeting.
14.  Close
Mr. Cogman adjourned the meeting at 1805 hours.

Respectfully submitted,

Tim Gifford

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

Attachment 1
ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 24 

Working Group 8 Plenary

Prague, Czech Republic

6 June 2006 

Agenda

(1400 – 1700 hours)

1. Welcome 

2. Roll call and introductions

3. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the Sydney meeting

4. Convenor's report

5. National body reports

6. Liaison reports

7. Editor reports

8. Report from the EDCS registry rapporteur

9. Appointment of registry rapporteur(s)

10. Other presentations by attendees

· Templates for SEDRIS DRM Project

11. Review the Programme of Work

12. Confirm the dates and places for future WG 8 meetings
13. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24
14. Review action items
14. Adjourn 
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Action Items
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	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned to
	Due
	Done
	Comment

	16-04
	Send letter to TC 211 secretariat identifying areas for collaboration. Depends on results of 16-03.
	P. Foley
	At conclusion of Mtg. 17
	5-Jun-06
	Item 16-03 not completed by time of meeting 17. Include copy of the revised mapping document in the letter.

12-Nov-04 SRM editing meeting. It was agreed since mapping document (WG8 N0382) is completed (revision to come), there is still a need to do this action. This is particularly true since there is a new work item in TC211 to revise 19111.

2-Mar-05 still waiting on completion of the revised mapping document. Refer to AI 19-04

5-Jun-06 closed Moot – A joint task force has been established between TC 211 and JTC 1/SC 24.  This was the result of SC24 participation at the 14-Sep-05 Ad-Hoc committee meeting in Montreal reported in WG8 N0423. 

	19-04
	Revise the compatibility study (WG8 N0382) between ISO 18026 and ISO 19111 to include the mappings by the SRM editors of the terms addressed by UK comment G017.  Integrate into the document and re-issue.
	S. True
	30-Nov-04
	6-Jun-06
	This document should be made available to TC211 as it embarks on its new work item to update 19111.

3-Feb-05 e-mail from S. True stating he hopes to have the revision done by 23-Feb-05, such that it could be reviewed before the Sydney meeting.

2-Mar-05 e-mail from S. True to T. Gifford stating he would try to do more updates before the end of the meetings in Sydney but would leave it to the group to decide if it is complete.

9-Mar-05 e-mail from S. True providing updated draft to editors.

25-Aug-05 E-mail from R. Toms providing feedback on the “crosswalk” document.

05-Jan-06 e-mail from K. Trott stating he had done “quick review” of the most recent DIS of ISO 19111 and thinks “it would be worth doing a review” of the terminology.

05-Jun-06 Closed Group concurred this action still needs a new item.  In the meantime from original version, TC 211 has revised 19111.  

	19-06
	Prepare RERs to accompany the SRM FDIS.
	T. Gifford 
	Before FDIS ballot.
	11-Jul-05
	The SRM cannot progress to FDIS ballot without agreements from those organizations owning normatively referenced documents requiring RERs.

14-Jan-05 e-mail from T. Gifford to K. Brannon requesting opinion on the four documents needing RER.

18-Jan-05 e-mail from M. Brannon (ISO editor) providing guidance stating that these can be normatively referenced providing they meet the other criteria of the directives but that he recommended these references be bibliographical rather than normative.

18-Jan-05 E-mail from M. Gibson forwarded to the SRM editors for decision.

21-Jan-05 still open waiting response from SRM editors regarding input from ITTF editor regarding the suitability of the proposed normative references before proceeding. 

2-Mar-05 T. Gifford reported during plenary that he is awaiting all the agreements to come in but expects the RERs will be completed by the time of the ballot.
11-Jul-05 WG8 N0416 RER posted.

	20-03
	Prepare report to address the comments submitted with the negative ballots on FDIS 18025
	J. Cogman/ R. Cox
	11-Feb-05
	21-Mar-05
	22-Feb-05 e-mail from R. Cox to J. Cogman providing input from the EDCS editors.

1-Mar-05 meeting in Sydney to review the comments.

2-Mar-05 This item is still open but being worked while members are present in Sydney and expected to be closed within the week or perhaps, the following week.

21-Mar-05 WG 8 N0406 posted.

	21-01
	Check with P. Foley to follow up on the action recommended by his DGIWG liaison statement to request clarification of intent from section 2 regarding whether anyone should attend the DGIWG meeting in Madrid in April from SC 24.
	L. Moore
	4-Mar-05
	8-Apr-05
	25-Mar-05 e-mail from L. Moore stating that arrangements have been made for SEDRIS representation at the upcoming Madrid meeting.

28-Mar-05 e-mail reply from T. Gifford to M. Moore requesting more information.

8-Apr-05 from L. Moore stating that a formal request was going from DGIWG to WG 8 for a formal presentation.  There was no indication that DGIWG would be contacting the SEDRIS Organization.

	22-01
	Revise the compatibility study (WG8 N0382) completed by AI 19-04 between ISO/IEC 18026 and latest release of ISO 19111.  Integrate into the document and re-issue.
	P. Berner
	30-Sep-06
	
	Required prior to the next JTF meeting (Nov 2006)

	22-02
	Research EDCS Clause 4, Clause 4 and Annex F with respect to the rules regarding changes and deprecation
	R. Cox, L. Hembree, M. Worley
	30-Sep-06
	
	

	22-03
	Verify whether a corrigendum is an appropriate method for correcting a description or label.
	R. Cox, L. Hembree, M. Worley
	30-Sep-06
	
	

	22-04
	If 22-03 indicates a corrigendum is an appropriate method, then issue corrigenda to correct known deficiencies.
	R. Cox, L. Hembree, M. Worley
	30-Sep-06
	
	

	22-05
	Confirm whether it is necessary to deprecate an item in order to improve the definition of that item.
	R. Cox, L. Hembree, M. Worley
	30-Sep-06
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