Additional Details for Defect Report Number: 18026/001

The information provided in this document includes additional details regarding the incomplete application of comments from the disposition of comments on either the Committee Draft (WG 8 N0366 / SC 24 N2589) or the Final Committee Draft (WG 8 N0386 / SC 24 N2689).   
FCD Japan_T005:

3.2, Table 3.3:

Problem: The distinction between proper nouns and other nouns becomes difficult by the use of capitalization for the letter used in abbreviations. 

Action: Do not change the usual spelling and underline the letters used in abbreviations.

Response:  Accept.
Defect:  The table was changed, but the introductory paragraph was not updated.
FCD Japan_T088:

Response: The response was to rework the treatment of directions.  Among the many required changes is the requirement for a CS to be right-handed.  The end of 5.6.4 paragraph 1 states: 

" The order of the coordinate-components in the specification of an orthogonal CS of CS type 3D shall be restricted to an ordering that ensures a right-handed CS. This restriction is required for uniform treatment of directions in an SRF (see 10.5)."

Defect:  Several CSs remained left-handed.  The coordinates need to be reordered.
CD SEDRIS_T008:

Response: Withdrawn … It was agreed that ... The term “ellipsoid” will be preferred to the term “spheroid”. In particular, “oblate ellipsoid” shall replace “oblate spheroid”, “prolate ellipsoid” shall replace “prolate spheroid” and “tri-axial ellipsoid” shall replace “tri-axial spheroid”…
Defect:  Occurrences of spheroid that appear in expressions created using MathType™ were not changed.
FCD Japan_T044:

Response:  Accept in principle.  Add an ORMT called SPHERE_ORIGIN with a binding using a 3D ORIGIN RD as described above.  …

ORMTs SPHERE and OBLATE_ELLIPSOID_ORIGIN was also added.

Defect: As a result of this response, specifications that required ORMT OBLATE_ELLIPSOID need to allow OBLATE_ELLIPSOID_ORIGIN, SPHERE, or SPHERE_ORIGIN as well.  Some of these needed changes were not made.
FCD Japan_T049:
Addendum to Response:  It was further discussed (subsequent to the SRM LB editing meeting on 14 November) that …  Instead, the paragraph will be rewritten to define object binding rules and labeled sets of object binding rules that relate RDs to specific characteristics of an object space.  Further, SRF specifications that previously used DBCs will instead specify ORMT BI_AXIS_ORIGIN and compliance to the appropriate object binding rule set.  …information that cites a DBC will instead cite compliance to an object binding rule set. …
Defect: Some references to DBCs were not renamed OBRSs.
FCD Japan_T068:

Response:  Reject.  However, …  The term “reference” in ORS is questioned.  Find an alternate name for ORS. 

The alternate name is: Designated spatial surface (DSS).
Defect: Some references to ORSs were not renamed DSSs.
FCD EDITORS_G001: Thoughout: “values by reference”…

Response: Accept.  Include values for everything other than RT parameters; RT parameters should be listed on when they are based on 6 or more stations; …
Defect: In some cases, values are by reference even though they are based on 6 or more stations.
FCD EDITORS_T124: 

E

This Annex has been rewritten (1) to accommodate the WG8 decision to split RTs from ORMs …

Response:  Accept.  

Defect: Introductory text does not reflect this change.
FCD EDITORS_T060: 

8.3.2.1, 1st and 2nd lists

1. Update list for planetodetic added in the FCD

a. surface geodetic, 

b. surface planetodetic, and

c. all map projections

2. And similarly update the 2nd list for planetodetic 3D.

Response:  Accept.

Defect: In two cases, the addition of planetodetic was not applied.
FCD SEDRIS_T002: … "false origin" and "natural origin" are not standard, and …

Response:  Accept in principle.  The Editors are working with NGA to resolve this terminology issue…  

Defect: After consulting with representatives of the National Geospatial Intelligence Agency, the editors concluded the term "natural origin" should no longer appear.

FCD UK_G008:
4.6.1, last note
The style for NOTE should optimize the distance of the word NOTE from the succeeding text. In this case, I suggest moving the tab to 0.5 in. Then a separate NoteN style could be created that optimizes for notes with numbers. This NoteN style would be based on the NOTE style but would move the tab out to where it currently is. The distance between the “NOTE” or “NOTE n” text and the succeeding text should be uniform throughout the document. This same technique should be used to optimize the styles for “EXAMPLE” and “EXAMPLE n” as well.
Response:  Accept in principle.  “Note” styles are set in the ISO/IEC document template, but are flawed.  Replace tabs with two non-breaking n-spaces after each unnumbered “Note”

Defect: This change was not applied in this case.



