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1. Initial Activities

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convener, opened the meeting on 26 February 2001.  The following national bodies and delegates were present:

Germany:
Mr. R. Ahr 



Mr. E. Heinichen



Mr. I. Grieger 


Mr. B. Randt

Japan:
Mr. K. Fujimura

Korea:
Ms. S. Cho

United Kingdom:
Mr. J. Cogman, WG8 Convener


United States:

Mr. S. Carson, Document Editor
Ms. L. Moore, SC 24 Convener

Mr. R. Cox



Mr. D. Pape

Mr. P. Foley



Mr. R. Puk, Document Editor


Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat

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

Mr. P. Berner



Ms. V. Dobey

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

The following was present as a member of the Category C liaison Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization (SISO):

Mr. G. Wiehagen

No one was present from TC 211.

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

1.2 Procedures

The meeting agenda, as included in the meeting announcement WG8 N0117, was reviewed and found to require amendments. The final agenda is included as Attachment 2. It should be noted that the whole meeting was conducted as a plenary session, i.e., there were no parallel sessions.

The minutes of the Fifth Working Group 8 meeting held Orlando, Florida, WG8 N0116, were approved. 

2. Convener’s Report

a. A Request for Category C Liaison between the Digital Geographic Information Working Group (DGIWG) and JTC1/SC24 forwarded by Mr. Foley to WG 8 and Mr. Dohman, DGIWG. This group does much work on geo-spatial information; in particular, it has developed the Feature Attribute Coding Catalogue (FACC). While WG 8 has not yet received a response from DGIWG, the group agreed it should proceed toward a liaison relationship. This would more closely link WG 8 to FACC and North Atlantic Treaty Organization’s (NATO) Digital Geographic Information Exchange Standard (DIGEST). This, in turn, would help; not only the Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS), but also the Spatial Reference Model (SRM) work.  The DIGEST is closely allied with ISO/TC211, providing a forum for the national mapping and charting producers, and is also closely allied with the NATO geographic committee.

b. Mr. Cogman discussed communication from Mr. Kottman regarding liaison with OGC. Mr. Kottman says OGC is looking for ways to effect the liaison. He was not able to attend this meeting. He reports that lack of resources to participate in WG 8 activities is a problem. Additionally, Mr. Kottman says that there is some uncertainty about the common interests between OGC and WG 8. To date, OGC has not been able to form a team to review WG 8 drafts. He has communicated that members of WG 8 are welcome to attend OGC meetings. Mr. Kottman has suggested we look for ways to interact “virtually” to stimulate the process. Mr. Cogman stated that the two organizations needed to find a common area of interest that would focus their efforts in establishing a liaison. The group agreed that it does not have the resources to go to any great lengths to accomplish this but rather continue to keep in communication with OGC. The group did agree it should follow-up with Mr. Kottman to see the activities in which he is interested and determine what it is OGC is doing in area of data dictionaries, particularly with respect to the SRM. 

3. National Body Reports

There were no national body reports.

4. Liaison Reports

4.1 FACC Working Group

a. Mr. Birkel reported on the activities of the FACC Working Group held in The Hague during the week of 19 February. The FACC Working Group discussed the current and future status of its standard.  It would like to reorganize the FACC into something more internally consistent and broadly applicable to a larger audience.  However, it would like to retain existing codes (for producer use).  The FACC Working Group discussed the need for a new FACC, and the suggestion went forth to their convening group to do so.  Part of Mr. Birkel’s purpose in attending the meeting was to present what he has been doing in the meteorological area with regard to codes in EDCS. He said his presentation resulted in their conclusion that their standard was insufficient and would be sending back the proposal to the originator (Germany). 

b. Mr. Birkel stated that the participants at the meeting also discussed alignment with the International Hydrographic Organisation (IHO) S57. The FACC Working Group has tried to achieve that goal while retaining backward compatibility.  One issue is that participating organizations for FACC have been topographic/cartographic vice hydrographic.  A second is the “authoritative source” for hydrographic information, which could be cited by other references such as EDCS, FACC, etc.  Canada initiated a proposal to research this, and invited Mr. Birkel to follow up on the EDCS approach.  Mr. Birkel proposed sending them a copy of WD5 and offered to show how WG 8 is addressing the problems to the EDCS posed by FACC.  He reported they were very receptive to this.  Another proposal under discussion was the results of the review of all Accords de Standardisation (STANAGs) (for meteorological and geographic information) to ensure consistency in their approach to environmental (meteorological and oceanographic) information. The proposal was incomplete and thus returned to the German national body for clarification.

c. It was noted that while STANAGs are not available to non-NATO countries, FACC is an international standard and openly accessible to all through the DIGEST (www.digest.org).  Mr. Birkel also noted that in creating the EDCS, the editors are attempting to eliminate any dependency on any STANAGs, which normally occurs at the definition level of values, strings, or enumerates.  He said ISO/IEC could ensure consistency without dependency.

d. Mr. Birkel stated that there were no complaints expressed that WG 8 was infringing on the areas controlled by FACC. The group was more concerned about its relationship to the IHO. They did not want FACC to be superseded by other standards, but the intent of this seemed to be to move the FACC update to address other standards.

e. Part of the justification for the DGIWG Category C liaison is to support SEDRIS as an “enabling technology” in these other standards (DGIWG, FACC, etc.) without having these standards extended to cover the areas that are covered by SEDRIS. 

f. Mr. Birkel said if he receives any information from the FACC Working Party, he would forward such to WG 8 members. He said the next working party will be about August this year, probably in Halifax, Nova Scotia. He noted the updated proposal might not be ready in time for the meeting. Finally, Mr. Birkel offered to provide copies of the FACC to any members of WG 8 who ask.

4.2 TC 211

a. Mr. Foley discussed a draft Liaison Report from ISO/TC 211 that he and Mr. Carson had prepared to WG8.  It summarizes the TC 211 activities during the last year.  TC 211 desired liaison on feature and attribute coding, spatial representation, and non-earth centered spatial referencing.  Despite suggested dates by WG 8, no meetings were convened by TC 211.

b. At the TC 211 meeting in September, SC 24 representatives suggested several changes based on the EDCS that were accepted.  However, some conformance requirements of 19110 prevent EDCS from ever being fully compliant.  EDCS (and FACC) also has value-added fields not currently supported by TC 211 19110.

c. Mr. Foley represented SC 24 at the ISO 19110 Project Team meeting 4 September 2000 in Reston, Virginia. This team is developing a 19111 implementation standard, and Mr. Foley is supplying SRM and other information which meet the requirements to be incorporated.  

d. TC 211 is incorporating the concept of registries that is to be discussed at the TC 211 meeting in Lisbon the week of 4 March.  Mr. Doug O’Brien is working this along with ISO19106 profiles.  TC 211 is using the Registry for Graphical Items as a prototype of how it wants its registry to perform.  WG8 has an action item to provide a liaison statement; Mr. Foley thinks this may be premature, but he drafted up an initial statement for review by WG8.

e. SC 24 attended the DGIWG FACC Working Party meetings during the past year.  It also was represented at the Open GIS Consortium and has established new liaisons with the OGC and SISO.

f. Dr. C. Roswell is the newly appointed TC 211 liaison to SC 24.

g. All WG 8 drafts have been made available to TC 211.  Mr. Cogman noted that the establishment and activity of liaisons have been beneficial.

h. The group recommended this liaison report to be forwarded to SC 24 for circulation.

5. Editors’ Reports

5.1 Language Bindings (ISO/IEC WDs 18024, 18041, 18042) – Mr. Puk

Mr. Puk noted that the third draft of the EDCS C Language Binding (ISO/IEC WD 18041) is posted on the Web.  All were invited to read and review.  Further discussion was deferred until agenda item #13.

5.2 ISO/IEC WDs 18025 (EDCS) and 18026 (SRM) – Mr. Birkel

Mr. Birkel reported that the SRM (ISO/IEC WD 18026) working draft five will be released on schedule, 23 March and the fifth working draft of the EDCS (ISO/IEC WD18025) is scheduled for a 23 May release.

5.3 ISO/IEC WD 18023 (SEDRIS) – Messrs. Mamaghani and Puk

Messrs. Mamaghani and Puk reported that they met in January to develop the table of contents for Clause Four of SEDRIS (ISO/IEC WD 18023). They stated that they believe they could have a draft out by 15 April but would appreciate additional time if it is not to be reviewed at the June meeting in Lake Tahoe. The group felt this was not enough time for a proper review for the Lake Tahoe meeting and that the agenda appears full enough for that meeting. Therefore, the editors will work for a later release with the idea of it being reviewed at meeting #8 in August. The group also discussed the possibility of doing multiple session meetings in the future so that different standards could be worked in parallel. The group agreed that this presents a problem for some national bodies because of the lack of resources to send more than one delegate to a WG 8 meeting.

6. Appointment of Committee for Drafting SC 24 Recommendations

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

7. Other Presentations by Attendees

The group approved postponing planned presentations by Messrs. Birkel and Carson until the appropriate point in the review of the EDCS document. 

8. Review of the Fourth Working Draft of Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) (WD 18025)

a. To facilitate the review the comments from the numerous national bodies and liaison organisations, the editors prepared a spreadsheet that combined all the comments. This facilitated the grouping of comments according to their topic. The spreadsheet is included as a Microsoft Excel file, attachment 3.

b. The official response document, Consolidated Responses to Comments on ISO/IEC WD4 18025, Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) is available on the WG 8 document register (WG 8 N0131).

c. The first presentation, by Mr. Carson is entitled Presentation for Stuttgart, attachment 4. 

d. The second presentation, by Mr. Birkel is entitled Normalisation of EDCS Codes, attachment 5.

9. Future Meetings

9.1 Meeting #7

Meeting #7 is planned for 10 – 13 June 2001 in Lake Tahoe and will be hosted by the SEDRIS Organisation. This meeting will be held in conjunction with the SC 24 annual meeting and will parallel other working group sessions. The group agreed there is much to cover and the present allocation of time is insufficient. The group preferred to start on 9 June but agreed to continue to 14 June if the 9 June is not an option with the facility where the meeting will be held. Mr. Gifford was asked to look into the matter and report back via e-mail. The primary emphasis of this meeting will be to review the SRM working draft five and the EDCS language binding working draft three.

9.2 Meeting #8

Meeting #8 is planned for 20 – 24 August at the Palm Springs Hilton Hotel in Palm Springs, California. Mr. Puk will host it. The primary emphasis of this meeting will be to review the fifth working draft of the EDCS and the fourth working draft of the SEDRIS standard.

9.3 Meeting #9

Meeting # 9 will be held 7 – 12 November in The Netherlands. Mr. Gifford is to make arrangements for either Amsterdam or The Hague. He is to contact the Dutch national body to see if it will host the meeting. This location and date was chosen based on the fact that some members of WG 8 would also be attending the NATO Modelling & Simulation Conference scheduled for 13 - 15 November in The Hague. The primary emphasis of the WG 8 meeting will be to review the sixth working draft of the SRM and move it to the Final Committee Draft stage.

10.  Discussion of the third working draft of Environmental Data Coding Specification Language Binding (WD 18041)

Mr. Puk presented an overview of the Environmental Data Coding Specification Language Binding (WD 18041) in order to acquaint those in WG 8 with no familiarity with language bindings with what to expect in such a document. He presented and discussed the various sections. The group agreed this draft should be formally reviewed and discussed at meeting #7 in Lake Tahoe.

11.  Classification, Attributes, Enumerants for Vehicles 

a. Mr. Foley presented the EDCS Equipment and Vehicle Description in the Physical Environment briefing, attachment 6, prepared by Ms. Annette Jannett on behalf of the SEDRISTM Organisation. Mr. Foley stated that there a business case to replace the Entity and Bit-Encoded Value (EBV) specification used for Distributed Interactive Simulation (DIS) (IEEE 1278) with an expanded EDCS. Mr. Foley stated this would improve the EDCS specification of 3D models, resulting in significant addition of codes in vehicles, equipment, supplies, expendables, life forms, and munitions.  Therefore, it will greatly enhance EDCS enumerant codes (EECs). He said this effort is being closely monitored by SISO. This would primarily impact vehicle and munitions data categories, i.e., 242 potential classifications and 10,384 potential attributes.

b. Mr. Foley said there are many enumeration & bit encoded values (EBV) information categories that may not belong in the EDCS. It was noted that any classifications and attributes that do not belong would not be included in the EDCS. Some of them may be handled as metadata information (such as many of the attributes in the current CADASTRAL group). The plan is to:

1) convert the current EBV to a database form

2) extract potential classifications and attributes from the current EBV

3) identify existing EDCS codes that match EBV codes, and establish mapping

4) identify required new EDCS codes (with definitions, data types), and establish mapping, and

5) identify/associate groups within the General Organizational Schema to the new EDCS codes.

c. It was suggested that the use of a string data type for ships of the world (looking at the domain which would be required for the EDCS attribute codes (EACs) and the EECs) be considered. It was stated that strings are only useful when the allowable set of string values is pre-specified, since free-text strings provide significant problems, i.e., would one then register allowable strings? The group agreed that the end result needs to be entirely machine-readable. 

d. The following questions were discussed:
1) What should be the EBV/EDCS project rationale and approach?

2) Should the editors include the resulting new codes in 18025 WD5 (to be released 23 May 2001)? Or

3) Should the resulting new codes be submitted as part of the SEDRIS Liaison Organisation comments on WD 5?

4) If the changes are submitted as comments, can “block voting” (or set of block votes) be used as an appropriate mechanism to efficiently manage the disposition of these comments at the August 2001 WG8 8th meeting?

There was considerable discussion about these issues, to include strings vs. codes  (and better ways to do things) a “legacy” vs. “purer” approach. Members of WG 8 were encouraged to present proposed resolutions on the issue to the WG 8 reflector by 1 May 2001. The SEDRIS Organisation will formalize the material into a discussion document. This document will be circulated on the reflector by 15 May for consideration at the June WG 8 meeting.

12.  Agenda Items Added as a Result of Working Draft Review

12.1 Definitions in the EDCS

a. Following the review of all comments on the EDCS, the group discussed guidelines for writing definitions. There are many definitions that require awareness of their associated labels to properly understand the concept represented by the code. The editors need to review the entire document to ensure that definitions of all codes do not require a separate awareness of the label. It may be as simple as including the label in the definition. The label needs to stand alone, and the definition needs to stand-alone. Guidelines for label construction have been agreed upon during this meeting, but none for code definitions. The editors should include guidance that a definition should be stand-alone, and that it should contain sufficient information to enable a label to be constructed from it. The group agreed to submit suggestions for these guidelines. Mr. Foley provided the following as a suggested set of guidelines for discussion by the group. A definition should:

1) Unambiguously describe the concept being labelled and coded, using the minimum possible number of words.  (Can be augmented with multi-media, to include images, diagrams, and sounds as a follow-on work effort.)

2) Contain the main (key) words captured in the existing label or to be used to generate a new label, preferably indicating with the first word (noun) in the description the desired alphanumeric order to be used in generating the label (to position the concept being described within the associated EDCS Classification/Attribute/Enumerant) list.  A new label can be proposed in accordance with other guidelines in clause 4.  

3) Have the ability to stand alone, not requiring an initial awareness of the associated label.

4) Not contain abbreviations or acronyms unless they are defined in Clause 3.

5) Simply be the “fully spelled out” proposed label if no other description is needed (for example, country or other proper name clearly understood or appropriately defined in the Oxford English Dictionary).

6) Contain a reference to the attribute or any associated reused data type when the description is provided as an enumerant.

7) Be provided with a listing of the identified source (name of source and organization responsible for the content) for the description (using internationally-recognized and available sources whenever possible) indicating whether the description is a direct quotation.  The source identification shall not be part of the description. 

b. Mr. Foley also recommended that the column “Definition” be renamed “Description” to better align with the overall environmental represent thrust of the EDCS.  This action will also further separate the EDCS from being misrepresented as a data dictionary, and support potential future extensions that could add, for example, images, diagrams, and sounds to the object description as well as text.  This also aligns with the current use of description in the Units table.

c. Mr. Foley recommended that a list of “broadly accepted” technical references be developed and published to assist EDCS comment submitters.  The list should contain entries that address all natural environmental representation domains (terrain, ocean, atmosphere, and space) for the earth, near earth and other celestial bodies, and for the description of 3-D models.

d. Finally, Mr. Foley recommended that these rules be added to Clause 4 and be forwarded to reviewers of WD 5 to help emphasize and focus comments for the review of WD5. Mr. Mamaghani stated that these rules should be captured so as to emphasize the concept behind EDCS.  At the heart of the problem is the fact that English words must be used to describe concepts and terms in information technology. He pointed out that the EDCS is a dictionary of terms. “Label” is the concept; “definition” supplies a natural language description of the concept.  EDCS definition supplies an explanation of how the concept can be used in an information technology application.  It does not define the label in the English language context. Inclusion of key character strings (words) in the label is necessary but not sufficient to properly develop the description for existing labels. The group discussed the issue of whether it has terms to define or concepts to be described up to the present time the practice has been to do the former, i.e., define the concept and then associate it with a label. 

e. The group agreed that it should identify a project team to generate a set of recommendations and open a discussion on the WG 8 reflector. See action 06-24.

12.2 Is EDCS Too Application-specific?

Mr. Fujimura raised another point of discussion. He objected to the inclusion of what he considered to be application-specific items in EDCS. Mr. Fujimura observed it is very difficult to determine the line between general applicability and application-specificity. Mr. Mamaghani suggested that, as an example, the group think about an e-business that deals with cinemas and that it would like to codify the type and characteristics of its cinemas/properties.  Can it not use EDCS to identify a cinema, and further highlight its attributes (such as number of screens, number of seats per screen, if there is a snack bar, location, capacity, facilities, etc.)?  If the EDCS is not allowed to support such an application because it's considered to be too application-specific, then we are indeed limiting it to narrow areas.  Otherwise, the EDCS is not application-specific and any other examples, such as these, are appropriate use of EDCS. The group discussed another example involving the names of boats. It was agreed that vehicle identification numbers (VINs) is too specific but the EDCS should provide for the concept of VIN. The group agreed this level of specificity does not need to be defined by the standard. Mr. Mamaghani proposed that the EDCS should provide a framework, but specific values should be left to the user. Based on this proposal, the discussion arrived at a satisfactory resolution, i.e., the group agreed the answer to the question is no, the EDCS is not too application-specific. Also, see responses to Japan comments G1 and G2 (WG 8 N0131).

12.3 Adjudication of Comment Block Items

The group agreed that the EDCS editors are empowered to adjudicate block items from the consolidated comments to include the development of labels using the guidelines agreed upon during the meeting. See response to US comment G4 (WG 8 N0131).

13.   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 7. 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 the meeting. Items missing from the list were closed at previous meetings. Actions assigned at this meeting include items 06-01 through 06-24.

14.  Programme of Work

Mr. Gifford discussed the current schedule of activities and projected dates for the availability of the standards being progressed by WG 8, attachment 8. The group decided that the ISO/IEC WD 18023, SEDRIS will slip two months and now be reviewed at August meeting in Palm Springs rather than the June meeting at Lake Tahoe. EDCS will likely go to WD 6 rather than to FCD as depicted in attachment 8.

15.  Discussion and Approval of Recommendations to SC 24

Mr. Carson reviewed the recommendations to SC 24. With minor modifications, the group gave its approval. (WG8 N0129)

16.   Close

Mr. Cogman adjourned the meeting at approximately 1640 hours thanking Mr. Grieger for his hospitality in hosting the meeting and in inviting the group to his home for dinner on the Thursday evening.
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Agenda

Stuttgart, Germany

26 February – 2 March 2001
1. Welcome (0800 on 26 February, 2001)

2. Roll call and introductions

3. Adoption of agenda

4. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting (WG 8 N0116)

5. Convener's report

· Liaison with DGIWG

· Liaison with OGC

6. National body reports

7. Liaison reports

· FACC Working Party Results – P. Birkel

· Report to SC 24 and WG 8 on liaison activities with ISO/TC 211

8. Editor's reports

9. Appointment of committee for drafting SC 24 recommendations

10. Other presentations by attendees

· Conformance Clause – S. Carson

· Normalization of Codes – P. Birkel

11. Review of fourth working draft of Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) (WD 18025)

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

13. Discussion on the third working draft of Environmental Data Coding Specification Language Binding (WD 18041)

14. Classification, Attributes, Enumerants for Vehicles – P. Foley presenting A. Janett’s proposal from SEDRIS organisation

15. Agenda items resulting from review of WDs

16. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings (WG 8 N0116)
17. Review new action items
18. Review the Programme of Work
19. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24
20. Close (by 1700 on Friday, 2 March, 2001
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Action Items

Stuttgart, Germany

26 February – 2 March 2001
	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned To
	Due Date
	Complete
	Comment
	E-mail Ref.

	01-01
	Glossary for SEDRIS Part 1
	Tim Gifford

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

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

Needs input and review from SEDRIS core team

Core team will work this. Dependent on Clause 4.

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

26-June-00: R. Cox e-mail stating this activity will be completed after draft of Clause 4 is received.
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	Action Item
	Assigned to
	Due
	Done
	Comment

	02-03a

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

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

Carson
	21-Jan-00

01-Mar-00
	04-Feb-00


	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.

	02-11
	ISO sections 5.2.4.19, 22 should reference some definition, or define the terms "level 0, 1, 2, 3, 4" topology. Examine existing comments for SE_FEATURE_TOPOLOGY_LEVEL_ENUM.
	Birkel & Trott
	15-Feb-0
	
	4-Jul-00 P. Birkel stated we now have document that contains definitions but not in SEDRIS form yet. (Paris)

14-Nov-00 e-mail from P. Birkel stating Kevin Trott sent input for meeting (Den Hague)

14-Nov-00 e-mail from Puk stating he never received the input.

15-Feb-01 e-mail from P. Birkel providing above mentioned input to R. Puk.

15-Feb-01 e-mail from R. Puk confirming the input roughly covers the topic but added he would appreciate seeing a more detailed version with additional explanatory material particularly attuned the SEDRIS DRM.

02-Mar-01 Birkel stated that Trott has a more detailed version and will provide it.

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

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

	02-16A
	Generate SCR to add comments to SE_OBJECT_AND, SE_OBJECT_OR macros in level 0 read API.
	Worley
	28-Jan-00
	15-Feb-01
	Generating comments will go into the existing cleanup SCR, core-153. (e-mail from Worley dated 6 Apr 00)

2-May-00:  In Sapphire release.  By 9-May-00 send copy of SCR to WG reflector. (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from M. Worley stating this action is part of the general Sapphire (next SEDRIS release) cleanup, some of which will be
used to update the “cleanup” SCR after the fact. She reported she has set up comments for SE_OBJECT_AND, and is working on trying to come up with a use case for SE_OBJECT_OR, once some other code-related Sapphire issues are sorted out. She stated that the document editor, R. Puk said that he didn't want a lot of SCRs to wade through, but rather a set of HTML pages. This pushed out this action item from "end of May" to "just before Sapphire release" when all the HTML pages are created in a cleaned-up form. The editor needed diagrams etc., for instance, which are still on hold until Sapphire's coding issues start being closed out.

4-Jul-00 Worley: About 50% done.

30-Nov-00 Object AND was done for SEDRIS version 3.0. Object OR needs to be removed.

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.

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

	02-21
	Generate SCR for 5.2.5.7 Allow reading of GIF and add PNG, move GIF to optional things because of possibility of royalties.
	Carswell/assigned to SEDRIS
	21-Jan-00
	
	Discuss at SAM 15

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

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

	02-22
	Recommend which sound and image formats to include and which to treat as options.
	Carswell & Berner
	21-Jan-00
	
	Discuss at SAM 15

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

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

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

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

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



	02-27A
	Generate SCR -- better comments to define token set.
	Worley
	04-Feb-00
	02-Mar-01
	Generating comments will go into the existing cleanup SCR, core-153. Any actual “changes” to SE_TOKEN_SET are post-Sapphire, because the SEDRIS core team needs clarification about that which WG 8 has a problem. (e-mail from Worley dated 6 Apr 00)

13 Apr 00  Dick Puk and Michele Worley to resolve any issue with token sets. 

2-May-00: rename SE_TOKEN_SET and provide input to document editor by end of May.  Discuss last day of SAM 15. (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from M. Worley stating this action would be completed after the next release of SEDRIS. (anticipated within the next week)

30-Nov-00 This item has been superceded. We need to redesign this type. An SCR is needed.

15-Feb-01 e-mail from M.Worley stating this will be completed for the next SEDRIS release.

02-Mar-01 Puk has draft which includes replacement functionality for token sets. This will be used until commented upon during next draft release.

	02-27B
	Feed back into WD 18023-1.
	Puk
	Next draft
	02-Mar01
	26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk saying feedback has not yet been received.

02-Mar-01 Puk has draft which includes replacement functionality for token sets. This will be used until commented upon during next draft release.

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

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

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

30-Nov-00 remains open

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	02-63
	Update 7.4.1 with current SEDRIS listing.
	Puk

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

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

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

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

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

30-Nov-00 still open

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

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

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

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

	02-81
	Revise outline and make writing assignments for SEDRIS Standards, Part 1, Clause 4.
	F. Mamaghani
	28-Jan-00
	02-Mar-01
	4-Jul-00 F. Mamaghani has revised his outline but not complete yet. Looking for review by R. Puk and P. Berner. Impacted by other priorities. (Paris)

30-Nov-00 Still impacted by other priorities.

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

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

30-Nov-00 Item remains open.

02-Mar-01 still open

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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


	
	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.

	04-09
	Prepare white paper on how we are going to represent additional information about the data ( meta code or quality code.) This is dependent on the editor’s completion of draft of dis-continuous cases (enumerated and Boolean). Due two weeks before next WG mtg.
	P. Berner
	09-Sept-00
	
	06-Sept-00 e-mail from Berner, “Meditations on Meta Data.”

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

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

	04-10


	Initiate discussion on e-mail regarding XML . EDCS editors. Involve TC 211 thru use of special reflector for EDCS discussion. This is good topic for the Sept. Mtg.
	S. Carson
	24-July-00
	
	30-Nov-30 still open

9-Feb-01 still open

	04-14
	Review and contrast plurality in EDCS labels and definitions, (e.g., tree_individual vs. trees). This action is part of the broader preparation for WD 4 of EDCS.
	P. Birkel
	Next WD
	02-Mar-01
	14-Nov-00 e-mail from P. Birkel This has been partially completed in WD 4 but should be worked and included as inputs from the SEDRIS organisation for the Stuttgart meeting. 

	05-01
	Get clarification from ISO on what items are to be included in bibliographic references. 
	S. Carson
	26-Feb-01
	02-Mar-01
	02-Mar-01 Provided by S. Carson during the meeting in Stuttgart.

	05-02
	Recommend what organization should publish a technical report or other such document, including the information which we considered inappropriate in the IS but which relates to other communities of interest, for example, SRM. 
	P. Foley
	26-Feb-01
	26-Feb-01
	26-Feb-01 Report from P. Foley recommends potential topics but not organization at this point. Too early to do so.



	05-03
	Forward convergence of meridian diagram used at SEDRIS Technology Conference to the SRM editors.
	T. Gifford
	08-Dec-00
	08-Dec-00
	08-Dec-00 e-mail from T. Gifford to SRM editors

	05-04
	Draft criteria for what belongs in Annex A with regard to which organizations are referenced and discussed.
	P. Foley
	26-Feb-01
	26-Feb-01
	26-Feb-01 Report from P. Foley. 

	05-05
	Address the issue raised by E. Burton in the SEDRIS organisation comments on the SRM regarding SRS vs. SRF.
	F. Mamaghani/ P. Birkel
	05-Jan-01
	19-Jan-01
	19-Jan-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

	05-06
	Define all changes related to this review of the SRM that impact the current release baseline API.
	P. Birkel
	26-Jan-01
	19-Jan-01
	19-Jan-01 e-mail from P. Birkel

	05-07
	Check STANAG 2211 as to any statements relating to seven parameter datum shifts about proscription or prescription.
	C. Roswell
	05-Jan-01
	15-Feb-01
	15-Feb-01 e-mail from C. Roswell attaching Annex D of STANAG 2211, which specifies transformation

methods.  He summarized it to say:

*
The 7 parameter transformation is preferred

*
Systems must implement a 7 parameter transformation

*
There are circumstances in which other transformation methods may be

used.



	05-08
	Regarding SEDRIS organisation SRM comment T33: provide response and input to Editors.
	R. Cox
	05-Jan-01
	
	02-Mar-01 still open Needed to be complete by 15 Mar 01.

	05-09
	Generate a liaison statement to TC 211 about coordination of registration. Paul Foley next meeting


	P. Foley
	26-Feb-01
	26-Feb-01
	26-Feb-01 Report from P. Foley. Owing to the fact that registration will be a major discussion topic at the March ISO TC 211 meeting, he recommended that an SC 24 liaison statement not be forwarded until TC 211 directions are better known to include the evolving status of ISO 19106 (which seems certain to be delayed). The draft liaison statement was provided.

02-Mar-01 Post-pone sending this until results of TC 211 meeting are known and it is distributed for review by WG 8 membership.



	05-10
	Update programme of work.
	T. Gifford
	15-Jan-01
	02-Mar-01
	02-Mar-01 Completed during Stuttgart meeting.

	06-01
	Contact C. Kottman, OGC to advise that WG 8 will continue to remain open for ways to cooperate. This includes follow- up with OGC on what it is doing in area of data dictionaries, particularly in area of SRM. If it is pursuing data dictionaries, then there is potential for mutual activities.
	T. Gifford
	31-Mar-01
	
	

	06-02
	Identify additional units in SI 31 that may be applicable to EDCS. 145 have been identified in WD 4. At issue is the resources required to incorporate additional units which are not presently needed.
	P. Birkel/ S. Carson
	01 May-01
	
	

	06-03
	Verify need for character length restrictions (31 vs. 32) as related to labels in the EDCS by investigating the C standard.  Resolution will require verification of accuracy in both this rule (and all related remarks in EDCS WD 4 document) and in the C binding document (Section 3.5 and all related remarks).
	D. Puk
	09-Mar-01
	
	

	06-04
	Create the plan for deprecation. (Ref. UK comment T3 on EDCS WD 4)
	P. Foley
	01-May-01
	
	

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

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

	06-06
	Investigate ICE attributes. (ref: UK EDCS WD 4 comment T10 regarding table 6.27.) Examine these attributes and attempt to replace these external references and indices with better definitions. Provide results on the WG 8 reflector.
	V. Dobey
	01-Apr-01
	
	

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

	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
	
	

	06-09
	The units Neper, Bel, & Decibel, are ambiguous as to whether they are differences of intensity or power.  The Working Group decided to replace DB with two new units, DB_INTENSITY, DB_POWER and similarly
for NEPER and BEL.
Find all attributes that currently use DB and replace the unit with the appropriate new unit (and similarly for NEPER and BEL).
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	
	

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

This is needed because the (Deci-)BEL is a unit-less ratio against a fixed reference. This is used in radar meteorology as well as acoustics. Then we also have the reference at one yard or some other distance from the
source. Recruit some subject matter expert(s) in this area, develop a white paper with
recommendations, and circulate that paper on the WG8 reflector.  
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	
	

	06-11
	Investigate whether Lake Tahoe meeting may start on 9 June rather than 10 June or extend to 15 June.
	T. Gifford
	09-Mar-01
	
	

	06-12
	Make arrangements for November meeting.
	T. Gifford
	09-Jun-01
	
	

	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
	
	
	

	06-14
	Reassess all CONTEXTUAL attributes WRT SEDRIS DRM and resolve in a manner more conforming to the EDCS.
	P. Berner
	01-May-01
	
	

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

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

(Ref: UK T9 on EDCS WD 4)
	P. Berner/ S. Carson
	01-Apr-01
	
	

	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
	
	

	06-17
	Ask ISO editor if a standard may normatively reference an ISO technical report. (Ref. LB Editor comment T65.)
	S. Carson
	09-Mar-01
	
	

	06-18
	Obtain IEC 60027-2-2000 (at least the list of prefixes for binary multiples) and distribute to WG8 via reflector.  Assigned to Steve Carson. (Ref. TC 12 comment T15 on EDCS WD 4)
	S. Carson
	16-Mar-01
	
	

	06-19
	Initiate vote by all people on the reflector regarding whether to include the additional scale factors in the EDCS standard. (Ref. TC12 EDCS WD 4 comment T15)
	J. Cogman
	1-Apr-01
	
	

	06-20
	Investigate the feasibility of going to version 4.0 HTML.  If feasible based on JTC1 and the compliance of Netscape Navigator, the editors will implement.
	S. Carson
	9-Mar-01
	
	

	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
	
	

	06-22
	Assist the editors by reviewing the set of rules for new organisational schema and providing suggestions for reorganizing such for sake of clarity. (Ref. US NB EDCS WD 4 comment T19 re: 4.7.1 Groups)
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	
	

	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
	
	

	06-24
	Generate rules for creating definitions for attributes and classifications. Initially, discuss amongst the smaller group (listed in right column), then post conclusions to reflector.
	P. Foley, lead; F. Mamaghani; S. Carson; E. Heinichen; J. Cogman; D. Pape; R. Cox & P. Birkel
	01-Apr-01
	
	











XX-YY Meeting number-Action item number

7-1
Shading = Closed

Missing numbers were closed at a previous meeting
PAGE  
9

