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Attachment 6:
Action Items
1. Initial Activities

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convener, opened the meeting on 9 June 2001.  The following national bodies and delegates were present: 

Czech Republic:
Mr. J. Zara

Germany:
Mr. I. Grieger



Mr. E. Heinichen

Japan:

Mr. K. Fujimura

Korea:
Ms. S. Cho



Mr. H. Kimn



Mr. Y. Chung

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

United States:

Ms. B. Carson


Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat




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. C. Roswell was present as the liaison from TC 211.

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

Mr. P. Berner



Mr. F. Mamaghani, Document Editor

Mr. P. Birkel, Document Editor
Mr. V. Skowronski

Ms. C. Hall



Mr. R. Toms, Document Editor

Mr. L. Hembree


Ms. M. Worley

The following were present as members of the Category C liaison Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization (SISO):

Mr. K. Trott



Mr. G. Wiehagen

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

1.2 Procedures

a. The meeting agenda, as included in the meeting announcement (WG8 N0134), was reviewed and found to require amendments. The final agenda is included as Attachment 2. Please note this agenda accommodated the need for an open plenary session scheduled for a time where the Heads of Delegation from the national body organizations could attend. Therefore, some items normally covered at the beginning of WG 8 meetings were deferred to the plenary session. Also note that once the plenary session was completed, the group resumed with other business. 

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

2. Review of ISO/IEC WD 18026, Spatial Reference Model (SRM), Fifth Working Draft

a. Mr. Birkel presented the SRM Editor’s Report (WG 8 N0148). Included was a review of what changes directed in the comments on WD 4 did not get incorporated in WD 5. The editors predicted it will take seven working drafts before the document is ready to progress to CD. It was decided to delay the schedule to allow the editors more time to prepare the sixth draft. This will allow the editors time to include all the intended content. The editor’s requested that they be allowed to produce WD 6 in MS Word format rather than HTML., as the current version of HTML does not provide adequate support for maths equations. The group approved this request. It was also agreed that reformatting from MS Word to HTML is a significant change and should not be made at the same time as the progression from WD to CD. The group approved the report.

b. To facilitate reviewing the comments from the numerous national bodies (Germany, Japan, UK, and US) and liaison organisations (TC 211, SEDRIS, and SISO), the editors prepared a spreadsheet that combined all the comments. This facilitated the grouping of comments according to topic. The spreadsheet is included as a Microsoft Excel file, attachment 3.

c. The official response document, Consolidated Responses to Comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18026, Spatial Reference Model (SRM) is available on the WG 8 document register (WG 8 N0154).

d. Messrs. Birkel and Carson presented a proposal for revising clause 6. Types of Operations (Attachment 4) .  The proposal was that clause 6 would be more meaningful if the operations were described with respect to the SRFs described in clause 5, rather than with respect to coordinates, direction and scalar measures, as at present. The group approved the proposed change. . On behalf of the SEDRIS Organization, Mr. Mamaghani accepted an action to prepare a matrix of types of operations and relationships from the user’s standpoint for inclusion in the standard. (See action item 07-11.)
e. While it has been discussed and agreed upon before, the issue was raised again concerning a generic prefix that is appropriate to all reference bodies covered by the SRM, not just the Earth. As agreed before, the term “celestio” will continue to be used unless the group agrees upon a better term. Mr. Cogman suggested that if members of the group have better suggestions, to submit the terms for consideration.

f. Mr. Berner has written an algebraic definition of coordinate systems to be included in WD 6, most likely as an Annex.
3.  Review of ISO/IEC WD 18041, EDCS Language Binding, Part 4: C Third Working Draft

The group reviewed the three sets of comments in the following order: Japan, Language Binding Editor’s Comments, and the US. The responses are addressed in Disposition of Comments ISO/IEC WD3 18041-4 EDCS C Binding (WG 8 N0160).

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

This item was deferred for discussion at meeting #8. While this had been a goal for EDCS WD 5, there was insufficient work accomplished to incorporate enumeration and bit-encoded values into WD 5.

5. Recommendations to SC 24 discussed in advance of Plenary

a. The group approved the programme of work to put forth the request to advance to FCDs on the EDCS, SRM, and their language bindings.

b. The group discussed whether it is worthwhile to continue participation in the ISO Joint Steering Group (JSG). It was decided that WG 8 would recommend to SC 24, its continued participation.

c. The group discussed and approved the recommendation to establish liaison with the Digital Geographic Information Working Group, International Hydrographic Organization, and World Meteorological Organization.

6. Plenary Session

6.1 Welcome, Roll Call, and Introductions

Mr. Cogman opened the plenary session and welcomed the delegates from the Czech Republic, Germany, Japan, Korea, UK, and US.

6.2 Corrections to, and Approval of, the Minutes of the Last Meeting

The minutes of the Sixth Working Group 8 meeting held in Stuttgart, Germany, WG8 N0133, were approved as presented.

6.3 Convener’s Report

Mr. Cogman presented his Convener’s Report. (See attachment 5). He concluded by thanking the editors for their hard work in keeping on schedule.

6.4 National Body Reports

There were no national body reports.

6.5 Liaison Reports

6.5.1. TC 211

Mr. Foley presented his 9 Mar 2001 report on the results of his attendance at the TC 211 Plenary in Lisbon, Portugal. (WG 8 N0127). Attention was called to the recommendations of this report which were incorporated in the recommendations to SC 24 below.

6.5.2. Other reports

There were no other liaison reports.

6.6 Recommendations to SC 24 

Mr. Carson reviewed the recommendations to SC 24 (WG 8 N0151). With minor modifications, the group gave its approval.
7. Editors’ Reports

7.1 Language Bindings (ISO/IEC WDs 18024, 18041, 18042)

No report.

7.2 ISO/IEC WD 18025 (EDCS)

a. Messrs. Birkel and Carson presented an overview of WD 5 and identified changes still needed. A point was made that in making comments on the next draft, if organizations think the EDCS is ready to progress to CD, they should say so. Further, an announcement should be posted to the WG 8 web site noting the intention to go to CD once that has been decided. The editor’s report is WG 8 N 0158.

b. Messrs. Birkel and Carson presented their Guidelines for Submission of Comments on ISO/IEC WD5 18025, EDCS (WG 8 N0155). Those present gave their approval to the guidelines and said they would comply. Mr. Cogman took an action to contact the appropriate representatives of each of the organizations who could not be present at the meeting to request that they use the guidelines.
7.3 ISO/IEC 18026 (SRM)

This report was presented under item 2 above.

7.4 ISO/IEC WD 18023 (SEDRIS)

No report as such. However, the editors expect to release WD 4 by 31 August 2001.

8. Criteria for Advancing from WD to CD for the SRM

Mr. Carson reviewed, for the group, the ISO directive, section 12.5.7 criteria for progressing from WD to CD. This included the following:

· All main elements have been included - e.g., a blank annex is not allowed.
· In the form that it is intended to be presented as an IS – Thiscovers both structure and whether it is in MicroSoft Word or HTML.
· It has be reviewed (handled by) at least once by a working body of JTC1, i.e., WG8.
· The SC has decided by a resolution at a meeting or by letter ballot that the WD is forwarded to ITTF for registration as a CD.
9. Other Presentations by Attendees

None. 

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

See item 7 above. There were no other additional items.

11.   Action Items

The group reviewed and updated the actions from previous meetings. They are merged with the action items from this meeting and included as Attachment 6. Action items beginning as 01- are from meeting #1. Action items beginning with 02- are from meeting #2 and so forth. Items shaded grey were closed as part of this meeting. Items missing from the list were closed at previous meetings. Actions assigned at this meeting include items 07-01 through 07-16. 

12.   Close

Mr. Gifford adjourned the meeting at 1630 hours. 
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List of WG 8 Participants

Lake Tahoe, Nevada

9 – 14 June 2001
	Family Name
	Given Name
	Address
	E-mail

	Berner
	Paul
	SEDRIS Organization

10801 Cavalier Drive

Silver Spring, MD  20901

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

	Birkel
	Paul A.
	MITRE

1820 Dolley Madison Blvd.

McLean, Virginia 22102

+1 703-883-6399
	pbirkel@mitre.org

	Carson
	Bernadette
	Northrop Grumman

PO BOX 1521, MS-3J18

BALTIMORE MD 21203

+1 410-993-2742

fax +1 410-765-6286
	carsobe@md.northgrum.com

	Carson
	Steve
	GSC Associates

5272 Redman Road

Las Cruces, New Mexico 88011

+1 505-521-7399

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

	Cho
	Sun-Young
	Korea Telecom

Multimedia Technology Laboratory

17 Woomyeon-dong, Seocho-gu

Seoul 137-792

82 2 526 6540

fax 82 2 526 5909
	suny@kt.co.kr

	Cogman
	Jack
	Thales Training & Simulation

Gatwick Road

Crawley, RH10 2RL

United Kingdom

+44 1293 56 33 43

fax +44 1293 56 39 44
	jack.cogman@thales-tts.com

	Cox
	Rob
	Science Applications International Corporation

12479 Research Parkway

Orlando, FL 32826-3248 

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

	Foley
	Paul
	Defense Modeling and Simulation Office/Quantum Research International

1901 North Beauregard Street, Suite 500

Alexandria, VA 22311

+1 703-824-3453

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

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

305-8568, Japan
+81 298 61 5181

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

	Gifford
	Tim
	Armed Forces Training Systems, Inc.

7061 University Boulevard

Winter Park, Florida 32792

+1 407-677-0153 x238

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

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

Pfaffenwaldring 27

70550 Stuttgart, Germany

+49 711-685-3636 or 3612

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

	Hall
	Cindy
	Armed Forces Training Systems, Inc.

7061 University Boulevard

Winter Park, Florida 32792

+1 407-677-0153 x223

fax +1 407-678-1854
	hallc@aftsusa.com

	Heinichen
	Ekkehard
	Navigation Support Center Airborne Weapon Systems

PO Box 33 A 5

Cochem 56809 Germany 

+49 2678 940 1900

fax +49 2678 940 1484
	navuz@t-online.de

	Hembree
	Louis
	Naval Research Laboratory

7 Grace Hopper Ave.

Monterey, CA 93943

+1 831-656-4787

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

	Kimn
	Ha-Jine
	School of Information and Computer Engineering Ajou University
5, Wonchon-Dong, Suwon 442-749
Republic of Korea
+82-31-219-2433

fax +82-31-219-1614  
	hjkimn@madang.ajou.ac.kr

	Mamaghani
	Farid
	SEDRIS Organization

19223 SE 45th Court

Issaquah, WA 98027

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

or

farid@halcyon.com

	Moore
	Laura
	NIMA L-66

3200 S. Second St.

St. Louis, MO 63118-3399

+1 314-263-4567

fax +1 314-263-4381
	moorela@nima.com

	Pape
	David
	DCS Corporation

1330 Braddock Place

Alexandria, VA  22314

+1 703-683-8430x450
	dpape@dcscorp.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
	NIMA / OIPS, MS P-24

12310 Sunrise Valley Drive

Reston, VA  20191

+1 703-262-4418

Fax +1 703-262-4401
	roswellc@nima.mil

	Skowronski
	Victor
	TASC

55 Walkers Brook Drive

Reading, MA 01867

+1 781-205-7449

fax +1 781-942-0636
	vjskowronski@tasc.com

	Smith
	Martin
	DERA

St. Andrews Rd.

Malvern WR14 3PS

+44 (0) 1684-896042

fax +44 (0) 1684-896490
	msmith@dera.gov.uk

	Stride
	Jean
	BSI

389 Chiswick High Road

London W4 4AL

+44 1208 996 7431
	100434.3031@compuserve.com

	Toms
	Ralph
	SRI International
333 Ravenswood Avenue, BN319
Menlo Park. CA  94025
+1 650-859-2852
fax +1 650-859-5345 
	ralph_toms@sri.com

	Trott
	Kevin
	Logicon Sterling Federal

Beeches Technical Campus, Rt  26N

Rome, NY  13323

+1 315-336-0500

fax +1 315-336-4455
	kevin.trott@sterling-fsg.com

	Wiehagen
	Gene
	USAMRMC-AT STRICOM Liaison

Bldg 1054 Patchel St.

Detrick, MD 21702-5012

+1 301-619-3268

fax +1 301-619-2518
	gene_wiehagen@stricom.army.mil

	Worley
	Michele
	SAIC
12479 Research Parkway
Orlando, FL 32826-3248
1+ 407-207-3607
fax +1 407-207-5718 
	michele.l.worley@saic.com

	Zara
	Jiri
	Czech Technical University

Karlovo Nam. 13

121 35 Praha 2

Czech Republic

+420 224357311

fax +420 224923325
	zara@fel.cvut.cz


Attachment 2

Agenda

Lake Tahoe, Nevada

9 – 13 June 2001
1. Welcome (0800 on 9 June, 2001)

2. Introductions

3. Adoption of agenda

4. Appointment of committee for drafting SC24 Recommendations

5. Review of ISO/IEC WD 18026 SRM Fifth Working Draft

SRM Editors’ Report

Review Comments

6. Review of ISO/IEC WD 18041, EDCS Language Binding, Part 4: C Third Working Draft

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

WG8 Plenary Session (1330-1500 12 June)

8.   Welcome

9.   Roll call and introductions

10.   Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting (WG 8 N0133)

11.   Convener's report

12.   National body reports

13.   Liaison reports

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

14.  Approve recommendations to SC 24

· Review the Programme of Work

· Confirm the dates and places for future WG 8 meetings

End of Plenary

14. Editor's reports

15. Determine criteria for advancing from WD to CD for the SRM.

16. Other presentations by attendees

17. Agenda items resulting from review of WDs

18. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings  (WG 8 N0133)

19. Review new action items

20. Close (1700 13 June)

Attachment 6

Action Items Status as of 13-Jun-01
	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned To
	Due Date
	Complete
	Comment
	E-mail Ref.

	01-01
	Glossary for SEDRIS Part 1
	Tim Gifford

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

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

Needs input and review from SEDRIS core team

Core team will work this. Dependent on Clause 4.

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

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

	02-03a

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

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

Carson
	21-Jan-00

01-Mar-00
	04-Feb-00


	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-00
	04-Jun-01
	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 P. Birkel stated that K.Trott has a more detailed version and will provide it.

04-Jun-01 K. Trott stating there is no more detailed version.

04-Jun-01 e-mail from D. Puk indicating he thinks the issue is closed.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	02-22
	Recommend which sound and image formats to include and which to treat as options.
	Carswell & Berner
	21-Jan-00
	13-Jun-01
	Discuss at SAM 15

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

30-Nov-00 remains open

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	02-63
	Update 7.4.1 with current SEDRIS listing.
	Puk

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

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

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

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

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

30-Nov-00 still open

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

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

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

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

	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

02-Jun-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating this action is 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
	04-Jun-01
	Raise this issue at SAM 15.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

(August 2001)


	
	1-Dec-00 Still open.

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

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

ISO 19109: Geographic information – Rules for application schema

DIS
2001-07

FDIS
2001-09

IS
2001-11

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

ISO 19119: Geographic information – Services

DIS
2001-05

FDIS
2001-11

IS
2002-01



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	04-10


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

09-Feb-01 still open

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

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

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

04-Jun-01 R. Cox e-mail saying this had been provided to the editors o  23-Mar-01 and that no one had a problem. 

	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
	16-Mar-01
	16-Mar-01 e-mail from J. Cogman to C. Kottman.

	06-02
	Identify additional units in ISO 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
	02-Jun-01
	20-Mar-01 E-mail from S. Carson indicating he had begun this task and had contacted TC 12.

2-Jun-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating this was done by Paul Birkel with help from himself to get the SGML text from ISO for the rest of ISO 31 and Warren Macchi helped extract the data we needed from the
HTML.

3-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Birkel confirming the above.


	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
	26-Mar-01
	26-Mar-01 e-mail to WG 8 from D. Puk.

	06-04
	Create the plan for deprecation. (Ref. UK comment T3 on EDCS WD 4)
	P. Foley
	01-May-01
	15-May-01
	Closed – Deprecation wording submitted to the EDCS editors and incorporated with revision into WD5

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

Examine EDCS type section and add the notion of storage types where “numeric” can be real or integer.  Note that not all computers have 32-bit words. Initiate discussion of this issue on the reflector.
	P. Berner
	01-Apr-01
	13-Jun-01
	2-Jun-01 E-mail from P. Berner stating his  recommendations were made to the editors who refined them somewhat. He suggested their current version of "Data Type" should be circulated for
comment.

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

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

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

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

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

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

	06-07
	Toward developing a better definition for table of SOURCE enumerants, locate 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
	
	13-Jun-01 still open

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

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

ISO 19110: Geographic information – Feature cataloguing methodology


FDIS
2001-04

IS
2001-06

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

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

13-Jun-01 implemented in WD 5

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

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

13-Jun-01 implemented in WD 5

	06-11
	Investigate whether Lake Tahoe meeting may start on 9 June rather than 10 June or extend to 15 June.
	T. Gifford
	09-Mar-01
	10-Mar-01
	10-Mar-01 e-mail from T. Gifford to WG 8 announcing 9 June start.

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

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

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

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

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

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

	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
	
	
	5-Jun-01 e-mail stating he has sent e-mail to both but has received no response.

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


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

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

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

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

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

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

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

	06-17
	Ask ISO editor if a standard may normatively reference an ISO technical report. (Ref. LB Editor comment T65.)
	S. Carson
	09-Mar-01
	27-Mar-01
	27-Mar-01 e-mail from S. Carson to WG 8.

	06-18
	Obtain IEC 60027-2-2000 (at least the list of prefixes for binary multiples) and distribute to WG8 via reflector.  Assigned to S. Carson. (Ref. TC 12 comment T15 on EDCS WD 4)
	S. Carson
	16-Mar-01
	27-Mar-01
	20-Mar-01 e-mail from S. Carson indicating he had queried TC 12 but had had no reply.

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



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

Incorporated in WD 5

	06-20
	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
	02-Jun-01
	20-Mar-01 e-mail from S. Carson indicating he had queried ISO CS about this more than once but is still waiting a response.

02-Jun-01 e-mail from S. Carson stating the editors  moved to HTML 4.01. Transitional. style sheets are not yet added due to lack of time, but they will be added in the next draft.

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

	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
	07-May-01
	02-Jun-01 e-mail from P. Berner reporting it is done.  The AI was to assist the editors.  Document was sent to the editors on 7 May. 

	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
	
	02-Jun-01 e-mail saying that this will have to be deferred to the next draft.

	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
	01-Apr-01
	29-Mar-01 e-mail from P. Foley to “definitions group”.

1-Apr-01 e-mail list of rules sent by P. Foley to WG 8.

Numerous e-mails ensued.

07-Apr-01 P. Foley e-mailed plan to WG 8 to come to closure on the issues by 13-Apr-00

12-Apr-01 P. Foley e-mailed Guidelines for Definitions/Descriptions to WG 8.

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

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

	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
	
	

	07-04
	Forward electronic version of MIL-HDBK 850 to P. Birkel.
	C. Roswell
	15-Jul-01
	
	

	07-05
	Resolve the issue of data types for EECs.
	R. Cox/D. Puk
	29-Jun-01
	
	

	07-06
	Resolve issue of naming styles, e.g., capitalization. 
	S. Carson/ D. Puk
	29-Jun-01
	
	

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

	07-08
	Provide format specification documentation to D. Puk to support his development of SEDRIS Part 3, STF Binary Encoding.
	R. Cox
	22-Jun-01
	
	

	07-09
	Announce meeting #8 in Palm Springs.
	T. Gifford/D. Puk
	22-Jun-01
	
	

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

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

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

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

	07-14
	Contact the appropriate representative from each NB and liaison organization to implore that they comply with the guidelines for submission of comments.
	J. Cogman
	29-Jun-01
	
	

	07-15
	Draft recommendation resulting from discussion on item 04-10- Characteristics of Numeric Attributes, and circulate to reflector. 
	P. Berner
	28-Jun-01
	
	

	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
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