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Attachment 8:   Action Items
1. Initial Activities

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convenor, opened the meeting at 0845 on 9 April 2002. The following national bodies were represented: 


Germany:
Mr. I. Grieger



Mr. E. Heinichen



Mr. B. Randt


Japan:
Mr. K. Fujimura


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



United States:

Mr. J. Campos 


Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat




Mr. S. Carson, Document Editor
Mr. L. Hembree




Mr. R. Cox


 
Mr. R. Puk, Document Editor

Mr. P. Foley






No one attended from TC 211.

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


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

The following attended as a representative of the Feature Attribute Coding Catalogue Working Party of DGIWG, with which a Category C liaison has been requested:


Mr. G. Heilmann





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

1.2 Procedures

a. The meeting agenda, as included in the meeting announcement (WG 8 N0214), was reviewed and revised. The final agenda, which reflects as closely as possible how the meeting progressed, is included as Attachment 2. Because there was insufficient time, the group did not review old action items or discuss new items.

b. The minutes of the Tenth Working Group 8 meeting held in Santa Fe, New Mexico, (WG 8 N0215) were approved as presented.

2. Convenor’s Report

a. Mr. Cogman presented his Convenor’s Report. (See attachment 3). Discussion of some key points is included in items b below. Other issues are self-explanatory in the PowerPoint charts.

b. ISO has issued a document citing work items that have made no progress since 2000-02-09. Messrs. Cogman and Gifford will be working with Mesdames Moore and Stride to update the information. Only the EDCS will have reached the committee draft level within the required three-year limit. It is possible, however, to request and receive extensions. This will be necessary for all other work items. Recommendations to SC 24 on this matter will need to be prepared during Meeting #12 in London.

3. National body reports

There were no national body reports.

4. Liaison organization reports

4.1 SEDRIS Organization

Mr. Mamaghani presented the SEDRIS LO report. He noted that the 2002 SEDRIS Technology Conference (STC 2002) will be held in Vancouver, British Columbia on 20 - 23 Aug. He also provided a brief update on the next release of SEDRIS software development kit (SDK). Release 3.1 of the SEDRIS SDK is in final testing stages, and will be released in the late April to mid-May time frame. This release, with the exception of some minor differences, includes the implementation of the EDCS CD.  If changes made to the EDCS CD specification, as a result of the Cochem meeting, are major, then naturally it will create a divergence between the latest implementation in use and the specification. Mr. Mamaghani also pointed out that the customer base for the EDCS continues to exist and grow, and that deleting items from the specification, as suggested by some comments submitted on the CD, will clearly render the specification out of step with the current user base.
4.2 Web-3D

a. On behalf of the Web3D consortium, Mr. Puk thanked WG 8 for its effort in reviewing and commenting on ISO/IEC 14772- FPDM-1, (VRML, Amendment 1). He said that by and large most of the comments were accepted. They know now how to go to the SRM for authoritative sources. 

b. The WG 8 secretariat is to notify the group once the disposition of comments is posted by SC 24. It was also noted that similar actions in the future should be passed along to the WG 8 reflector as they are announced by SC 24.     
5. Editors’ reports

5.1 SEDRIS (ISO/IEC 18023)
5.1.1. Part 1
Mr. Puk reported that WD 5 of SEDRIS, part 1 will be out on 22 April. He reported that the delay in the release of SEDRIS 3.1, the processing of comments along with all the new text to be written resulting from the magnitude of changes in 3.1, have impacted the editors' ability to release as scheduled the first week of April. 

5.1.2. Part 2

SEDRIS, part 2, is on hold, pending decision to be made during meeting #12 in London.

5.1.3. Part 3

SEDRIS, part 2, is on hold, pending decision to be made during meeting #12 in London.

5.2 SEDRIS Language Binding to C (ISO/IEC 18024-4)

Mr. Puk noted that the SEDRIS LB would follow the SEDRIS, part 1 release by a week, that is, 29 April.

5.3 Environmental Data Coding Specification (ISO/IEC 18025)

There was no report as the review of the CD was the main focus of the meeting.

5.4 Spatial Reference Model (SRM) (ISO/IEC 18026)

a. Messrs. Birkel and Carson noted that they overlap as editors on both the SRM and EDCS, and reported that they are unable to get substantial work done on both standards at the same time. This has resulted in several delays to the progression of the SRM. The group has determined previously that the EDCS should take precedence so they have acted accordingly. Mr. Toms is also an editor on the SRM and able to devote some time to SRM but only to those sections mutually agreed upon with his co-editors. 

b. The editors reminded the group that SRM WD 6 was to have been released last December but was scaled back and put out in January only including updates to some clauses, and reviewed at the Santa Fe meeting. WD 7 was to be a full draft and put out last week for review. Both editors devoted time to preparing the EDCS comments, which, as mentioned above, is judged to be more critical at this point. Therefore, they are not able to proceed to SRM WD 7 at this time. The group agreed that WD 7 should be delayed, and thus, not reviewed as planned at meeting #12 in London. The editors said they need six weeks to prepare the next draft. Because of their diversion to facilitate the review of comments on the EDCS CD, they cannot get back to the SRM until late May or early June. They proposed to start in early June with WD 7 out in late July. In the past, the review has been on concepts. In WD 7, there will be much more substance. The editors reported they now would be releasing WD 7 on 5 August. This would allow for a mid-October review meeting. (Secretariat's note: Later in this meeting it became obvious that even this delay would not work, as Messrs. Birkel and Carson would be almost totally engaged between the end of the Cochem meeting and the London meeting in closing the comments on the EDCS CD by 20 June. So, their work on the SRM likely would not begin until mid-to late June.)

c. The group discussed the potential problem caused by the delay of the SRM. One point made was that because of their dependencies, the SRM and EDCS need to stay within one phase of each other. Another point made was that the delay will certainly mean the SRM will not progress to the CD level within the required three-year period, and thus the continuance of the work item will need to be approved by JTC 1. It was pointed out by Mr. Cox that there is another source for potential conflicts that needs to be considered, and that is the fact that Mr. Puk is the editor for all three language bindings. This could cause resource problems. The group momentarily discussed various options for changing the planned reviews of the EDCS and SEDRIS drafts at the fall meeting (now scheduled for December) to possibly include a review of the SRM then. The group decided not to do that, so the December meeting remains as planned.

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

There was no report as WD 4 was reviewed at the meeting.

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

Mr. Puk reported the SRM language binding is postponed since the SRM API was not available due to resource constraints on the SRM editors. They were working on the EDCS CD and were not available to work on the SRM API. He anticipated that the next working draft of the SRM LB will be out in August. (Secretariat note: this was impacted by later discussions as noted above in the SRM report.)

6. Appointment of committee to draft recommendations to SC 24

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

7. Editing Meeting for ISO/IEC 18025 Committee draft

7.1 Review of balloting

Mr. Gifford reviewed the results of the balloting for the group. There were three approvals (Germany voted approval with comments but later withdrew the comments.), one approval with comments, two disapprovals, and one abstention.

7.2 Review of editing meeting procedures

Mr. Cogman reviewed, and the group discussed at length, the procedures for handling comments in an editing meeting. 

7.3 Editors’ presentations

a. Mr. Birkel made a report on his Observations on Issues Raised by UK NB Comments on the EDCS CD. (See attachment 5.)

b. Mr. Carson gave a presentation called Referencing Concepts. (See attachment 6.)

1) Mr. Carson identified a hierarchy of references (see slide 2 of attachment 6) with the highest priority being references to other international standards and the lowest being documents published by governments or private organizations. This latter category includes things that are not publicly available. The group agreed that a reference is required for:

· Material copied from another source,

· When it is necessary to fully understand and apply the context – i.e., supply missing context, and

· Concepts outside the scope of SC 24, except those of common experience.

2) Mr. Carson pointed out that WG 8 has been enforcing a stronger rule of not referencing non-publicly available documents. He pointed out that you cannot normatively reference such but they could be used as informative references. Up to now that has not been done. Mr. Mamaghani noted that there are three issues:

· A concept in EDCS must have a good definition regardless of its reference.

· Whether the concept has a reference.

· Does the user of the standard trust the reference?

3) Following much discussion, the group agreed on that every dictionary entry in the EDCS shall have a reference selected from one of:

· AR Authoritative Reference. Normative to an organization with which we have an RER There are some ISO-recognized specifications from internationally recognized organizations for which no RERs are necessary. An action was assigned to obtain a list of those.

· PR Prescriptive Reference. Concept is normative, but the definition adapted for compatibility with the EDCS

· IR Informative Reference. Related to a concept or concepts defined in other specifications. These can include encyclopedias.

· DR Dictionary Reference. Preferably to the NSOED (New Shorter Oxford English Dictionary) when a language dictionary will suffice. This category includes specialized dictionaries such as the Glossary of Meteorological Terms, a dictionary of scientific terms, a dictionary of naval terms, etc. It was pointed out that when one references a dictionary, the edition or version needs to be identified. Encyclopaedias also may be included. 
4) The group agreed that it will no longer be possible to give a non-reference.
5) The group agreed that its preference is in the descending order depicted in slide 2. Further, a concept that makes an AR or PR can have only one reference. IRs and DRs can have more than one. Where there are multiple types of IR possible within a definition, the same mechanism of referencing shall be used.

7.4 Review of comments

a. The group was only able to process about 350 of the 1 757 total comments submitted by the national bodies of Japan, United Kingdom, and the United States and those from TC 211, the FACC Working Party, and the SEDRIS liaison organization. Due to the volume of comments received, the editing meeting was not completed in Cochem. That not all the comments could be reviewed was realized and discussed at the opening of the third day. The group discussed several alternatives including breaking into several groups, block votes, additional meetings by telephone, working longer hours in Cochem, and devoting part of the time during the London meeting to finish these issues. It was decided that breaking into smaller groups would not work since some organizations only had one delegate present. The group agreed to pursue all the other methods, but preferred to work longer hours in Cochem, which it did, and to continue the processing of comments using e-mail as organized by the editors. The approach for the remainder of the meeting was following a priority of four steps. First, it would address exemplar comments with everyone present in Cochem. Then the editors are to then apply those decisions to others similar comments. Next, the group agreed it would address individual (not exemplar) comments that can be easily resolved. Third, it agreed it would address the hard issues that needed face-to-face discussion. Fourth, it would resolve all comments that are not US, UK or SEDRIS in Cochem, i.e., Japan, TC 211, and DIGEST.

b. The principal types of comments were discussed during the meeting. It was noted that JTC1 rules require the disposition of the comments to be made available no later than three months from the submission date. This means the official response document is to be submitted by 20 June 2002 to the SC24 Secretariat. The group agreed to the following process for getting to a successful completion of the dispositions: 

1) For each comment received, precise instructions must be written for the actions to be taken to resolve the comment; i.e. the disposition.
2) The spreadsheet containing links to all comments, that was prepared prior to and updated during the meeting, will have a column added for each NB an LO that submitted comments. NBs and LOs will be expected to confirm or amend the disposition of their own comments in these columns.
3) This spreadsheet will be sent out for three iterations during the time we have left. After each iteration, it will be possible to consolidate and put aside the comments that have a satisfactory disposition.
4) If the disposition of a comment should require further discussion, then a conference call will be arranged among the interested parties.
It should be noted that this task requires the participation of NBs and LOs either present in Cochem, or having submitted comments. 
7.5 Progression from CD to FCD

Representatives from both NBs that voted no on the EDCS CD indicated, with the resolution of the comments as discussed during the meeting and the remainder of the comments being resolved in the same manner, that they intended to change their votes to yes. The group discussed the issue of whether it would recommend progressing from CD to FCD. They discussed what types of changes could be made on an FCD and still progress to FDIS. These included editorial changes, corrections, and the addition of dictionary entries. It was agreed that the number of such changes could cross the line into what would be considered "substantial" changes and therefore necessitate another FCD.  However, there are no rules for such. This would have to be a decision the group would make as it submits its recommendation to the SC 24 secretariat.  The group agreed that design changes or new concepts, such as addressing registration and naming/external authorities, are not to be done after FCD. Rather they need to be included as the document progresses to FCD, not to FDIS.

8. Review of the EDCS Language Binding WD4 (WG 8 N0196)

Only Japan submitted comments on working draft four of the EDCS Language Binding (WG 8 N0196). The group reviewed the nine technical and three editorial comments. The response document is available on the document register. (WG 8 N0221) 

9. Registration

Mr. Carson made a presentation called Registration Concepts for use in the EDCS. (See attachment 7.) 

10.  Programme of work

The group agreed to the following dates:

SEDRIS pt. 1, WD 5 to be available for review 22 April 2002.
SEDRIS parts. 2 and 3, on hold until a decision is reached during the London meeting on how to organize the SEDRIS standard, as a whole.

SEDRIS Language Binding in C, WD 5, to be available for review 29 April 2002.

EDCS FCD to be released for review and ballot 20 July 2002.
EDCS LB CD, to be available for review and ballot in 20 August 2002. Note: This represents a change from the decision made during meeting #10 in Santa Fe to recommend moving straight to FCD on the next version.
SRM WD 7, to be available for review 21 October 2002. Note: This standard is delayed due to resource conflict with the availability of the editors.

SRM LB WD 4, to be available for review 28 October 2002. Note: This standard impacted by the delay noted above for SRM WD 7.

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

a. The next WG 8 meeting, #12, will be held in London, England 17 – 22 June 2002. It will include a review of the comments on WD5 of SEDRIS, part 1, and WD5 of the SEDRIS language binding. 

b. The group will meet in Orlando, Florida for its thirteenth meeting on 9 - 13 December 2002, to review SEDRIS pt.1 WD 6, SEDRIS LB WD 6, and to conduct an editing meeting for the EDCS and EDCS LB committee drafts. 

c. Current plans for meeting #14 are to convene in Stuttgart, Germany, in late February or early March 2003 to review the SRM WD7 and SRM LB WD 4. 

12.   Action items

Action items were not reviewed at this meeting. However, in advance of the meeting, the secretariat requested updates from all those with overdue action items. Updates are provided in those instances where replies were provided. The actions assigned at this meeting have been merged with old items and included as attachment 8. Action items beginning as 01- are from meeting #1. Action items beginning with 02- are from meeting #2 and so forth. Items shaded grey were closed as part of this meeting. Items missing from the list were closed at previous meetings. Actions assigned at this meeting include items 11-01 through 11-09. After the meeting, the secretariat submitted to the WG 8 e-mail reflector for review and comment. However, some information remains missing regarding the due dates since no input was provided. 
13.   Recommendations to SC 24 

The recommendations to SC 24 were approved as submitted to the group by the drafting committee. (WG 8 N0222.doc)

14.   Other activities

On Friday, 18 April, the group was given a tour of Major Heinichen’s former post at the German Airforce database generation centre at Buechl. This centre (NAVUZ) supplies and maintains all databases in use on GAF aircrew training simulators. In addition, the group was invited by the mayor of Cochem to participate in a ceremony to lay a plaque noting a geographic measuring point on the steps of the Rathaus (town hall). Later, the mayor led WG 8 members on a tour of the city, followed by a tour and reception in the Reichsburg (Castle of Cochem).

15.   Close

Mr. Cogman thanked the host, Major E. Heinichen, and adjourned at approximately 1300 hours 14 April 2002.
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ISO/IEC JTC 1 SC 24 WG 8 

Meeting #11 Cochem, Germany
Agenda

1. Welcome (0830 9 April 2002)

2. Roll call and introductions

3. Adoption of agenda

4. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting (WG 8 N0215)

5.
Convenor’s report

5. Secretariat’s report

6. National body reports - none

8.
Liaison reports

a.
SEDRIS

a.
Web 3D

7. Editor’s reports

8. Appointment of committee for drafting SC24 Recommendations

9. EDCS CD (WG 8 N0193) Editing Meeting
a. Review of balloting

b. Presentation and discussion by EDCS editors

c. Review of Comments

10. Review of the EDCS Language Binding WD4 (WG 8 N0196)
Plenary Sunday, 14 April

11. Agenda items resulting from review of drafts

a. Processing EDCS CD comments unresolved at this meeting. 

b. Decision on next draft type (CD/FCD)

c.
Registration

1) Decision tree

2) Proformas

3) Formal steps

12. Review the programme of work

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

14. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings (WG 8 N0215)

15. Review new action items

16. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24

17. Thanks to host 

18. Close (by 1400 on Sunday, 14 April 2002)
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Action Items Status

	No.
	Action Item
	Assigned to
	Due
	Done
	Comment

	02-14
	Section 5.2.4 SEARCH_VALUE_TYPE_ENUM needs comments.
	F. Mamaghani Clause 4 team
	15-Feb-00 
	
	Ties in with search filters and the clause 4 discussion on searching.

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

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

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



	02-45
	Section 5.3.3.139 Property_Value_Fields, -- revert to current SEDRIS usage.
	Puk
	Next draft, WD 4, WD 5
	
	2-May-00:  update when get sapphire data dictionary (e-mail from R.Cox)

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

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

08-Sep-01 no change as of WD 4

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

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

Carson

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

08-Sep-01 not done in WD 4.

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

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

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

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

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

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

(August 2001)


	
	1-Dec-00 Still open.

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

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

ISO 19109: Geographic information – Rules for application schema



DIS
2001-07

FDIS
2001-09

IS
2001-11

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

ISO 19119: Geographic information – Services

DIS
2001-05

FDIS
2001-11

IS
2002-01

11-Nov-01 no action reported

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

14-Apr-01 P. Foley provides status to secretariat: Checked with Charles Roswell to ensure latest copy is posted.  Both documents were to have been available in March but were not posted as of 1 April, will check on return.  Should be at WG8 document register by 30 April.

	06-07
	Toward developing a better definition for table of SOURCE enumerants, locate a definition source (see US T145 EDCS WD 4) for table of enumerants and initiate discussion on reflector regarding the definition. 
	P. Foley, non-US NBs
	22-Mar-01

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

11-Nov-01 no action reported

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

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

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

	07-03
	Provide an example to demonstrate how the next version of the SRM might incorporate a conceptual model using UML diagram. This is in response to SISO G2 regarding documenting at least the conceptual model of the SRM using UML This will enable WG 8 to judge whether it has value.
	K. Trott
	15-Jul-01
	
	6-Sep-01 K. Trott reported to T. Gifford that he is still working this action.

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

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

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

14-Jan-02 WD 6 released.

	07-11
	Prepare a matrix of types of operations and relationships from a user’s standpoint for inclusion in the SRM standard. One column will depict operations and another will list organizations/users. 
	R. Toms
	15-Jul-01
	12-Mar-02
	See slides two and three of P. Birkel’s presentation Proposed Revised Clause 6/Types of Operations (included in the meeting #7 minutes (WG 8 N0152)

24-Aug-01 The editors have discussed and are working this problem. R. Toms is developing the matrix.

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

14-Jan-02 WD 6 released without matrix.

13-Feb-02 e-mail from R. Toms stating he has a report to present.

12-Mar-02 e-mail from WG 8 Secretariat forwarding matrix provided by R. Toms.

	07-16
	Investigate whether TC 211 standards, such as 19110, could be useful in specifying attribute classification relationships for an EDCS profile.
	P. Foley
	15-Jul-01
	
	24-Aug-01 still open

11-Nov-01 no activity reported

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

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

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


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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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


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

	09-02
	Provide descriptions for those things that will change in the next release of SEDRIS (Ruby) with regard to clause 7, API in SEDRIS Pt. 1.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open, but the information will be included in WD 5.

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

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

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


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

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

	09-07
	Study need for base and/or full profiles, and if needed, recommend which types. Refer to UK comments T60 and 61 on WD 4 for SEDRIS pt. 1.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open. There is a core team meeting scheduled to address this.

	09-08
	Determine if there is a need for this function, GetTransmittalDataModelVersion. Refer to UK comment T36 on SEDRIS pt. 1 sub clause 7.4.59.
	J. Carswell/ S. Carson
	15-Mar-02
	
	02-Apr-02 e-mail from S. Carson stating he had provided John Carswell with data on how Version is treated in CGM.

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

	09-12
	Investigate the issue cited by US comment G10 on WD 4 of SEDRIS pt. 1 and make a recommendation. URNs for filenames locations use URIs. Look at VRML to see if SEDRIS can live with it, e.g., whether you can have a sequence of options and if that doesn't work, you can try something else. The answer is we are already doing this but with a different mechanism. The issue is if we can have either URL and URN or either one or the other.
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open, but the information will be included in WD 5. This issue is being resolved with a different mechanism than the VRML solution. VRML situation is different than SEDRIS and does not fit.

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

	09-14
	Determine how the term “inheritance” is being used and if used, for two different meanings, recommend a second term to replace inheritance for the situation where it is not being used in an object-oriented sense. Provide a suitable definition of inheritance and suitable words for describing the required concepts for clause four. Relates to WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, US comment T41 3.38 Inheritance
	P. Berner
	01-Feb-02
	
	21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported at meeting #10 that this item is still open.

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

	09-19
	Verify alignment of data quality string fields with ISO 19115. Refer to US comment T144 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.3.3.42. Refer also to US comment T171 on Table 6.75 DRM_Cross_Reference Definition.
	L. Hembree/ P. Foley
	07-Jan-02
	
	17-Feb-02 P. Foley informed T. Gifford (WG 8 Secretariat) that detailed mapping of the existing DRM content to the ISO 19115 is not completed and will result in a SEDRIS Change Request to align SEDRIS DRM content fields with the TC 211 generated standard. All references to the U.S. Federal geographic Data Committee (FGDC) standard for metadata content should be removed.  Anticipated date to close: June 2002

	09-20
	Evaluate the need for IDs. Refer to US comment T158 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1 sub clause 6.2.57
	SEDRIS org.
	01-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 J. Campos said in a SEDRIS core team conference call that this item is still open, but the information will be included in WD 5. Library IDs are being done away with. The resolution for this will be provided by 20-Mar-02.

	09-21
	Re-visit conflict between data types and class names to see if it is necessary to state “DRM_<CLASS_NAME>.
	SEDRIS org. & D. Puk
	07-Jan-02
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

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

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

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

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

	09-29
	Develop a specification for the DRM_Patch. Refer to US comment T192 on SEDRIS pt. 1 WD 4.
	SEDRIS org. & D. Puk
	15-Feb-02
	
	13-Feb-02 e-mail from D. Puk stating the SEDRIS core team has been tied up with its “Ruby” release so the action is still open.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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


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

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

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


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

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

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

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


	J. Carswell
	15-Feb-02
	
	21-Feb-02 still open

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


	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	21-Feb-02 still open

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

	09-41
	Provide definition for time significance. Refer to US comment T140 on WD 4, SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 5.2.5.16  Time_Significance.
	L. Hembree & R. Cox
	15-Feb-02
	
	21-Feb-02 The actionees reported at meeting #10 that this items is still open.

	09-42
	Draft new descriptions for functions related to data tables so that changes being considered to accommodate EDCS requirements will be included. Refer to UK comment T25 on WD 4 of SEDRIS pt. 1., sub clause 7.4.34, GetDataTable Description, 2nd para.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported he believes this has been covered by an SCR and will verify.

	09-43
	Draft new descriptions for functions related to data tables so that changes being considered to accommodate EDCS requirements will be included. Refer to UK comment T54 on WD 4 SEDRIS pt. 1, sub clause 7.4.80 PutDataTable, Description.
	SEDRIS org.
	15-Feb-02
	
	21-Feb-02 P. Berner reported he believes this has been covered by an SCR and will verify.

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

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

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

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

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

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


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

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

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

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


	SEDRIS
	13-Jun-02
	
	

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


	S. Carson
	15-May-02
	
	

	10-08
	Make presentation at London meeting on why space-time should be included in the SRM.
	UK (S. Carson)
	13-Jun-02
	
	

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


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

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

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


	S. Carson
	01-May-02
	
	

	10-12
	Locate the comment response that said we should include URL in the footer. This relates to UK comment G007 on SEDRIS part 2, WD 1.


	T. Gifford
	15-Mar-02
	18-Mar-02
	18-Mar-02 e-mail from WG 8 Secretariat reporting no such comment had been found.

18-Mar-02 e-mail from S. Carson stating that he is sure it was discussed during a WG 8 meeting and he would look  further to find it in his notes.

	10-13
	Investigate and suggest options for WG 8 meeting on Saturday and Sunday, 15 – 16 June in order to accommodate the need for an 8-day meeting 13 – 20 June, where presently the BSI facilities are not available over the weekend.
	J. Cogman
	08-Mar-02
	27-Feb-02
	27-Feb-02 e-mail from J. Stride to T. Gifford stating that BSI can now provide facilities so this item is moot.

27-Feb-02 e-mail from J. Cogman to T. Gifford

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

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

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

	10-15
	Prepare updated schedule taking into consideration mark-up of schedule at meeting #10 and review amongst editors and submit to reflector.
	T. Gifford
	21-Mar-02
	01-Apr-02
	01-Apr-02 e-mail from WG 8 Secretariat providing updated schedule.

	11-01
	Post announcement to WG 8 reflector when SC 24 has posted its copy of response document to comments on VRML amendment 1.
	T. Gifford
	TBD
	
	

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

	11-03
	Provide list of NBs from ISO/IEC JTC 1 SC 24.
	T. Gifford
	17-Jun-02
	
	

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


	S. Carson
	
	
	

	11-05
	Provide guidelines rule(s) of structured definitions for EEs in the EDCS.  Must be in the same EA set.  
	L. Hembree
	
	
	

	11-06
	Query ISO regarding the use of the NSOED as NR.
	S. Carson
	19-Jun-02
	
	

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

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

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