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1. Initial Activities:

1.1 Start of Meeting

Mr. J. Cogman, WG 8 Convener, opened the meeting on 3 July 2000.  The following national bodies and delegates were present:

· Czech Republic:
Mr. J. Zara

· France:


Mr. P. Cousin

· Germany:


Mr. I. Grieger

· Japan:


Mr. K. Fujimura 

· Korea:


Mr. H. Kimn

· United Kingdom:
Mr. J. Cogman, WG8 Convener





Ms. J. Stride

· United States:




Mr. S. Carson, SC 24 Chairperson and Document Editor

Mr. R. Cox

Mr. P. Foley

Mr. T. Gifford, WG 8 Secretariat

Mr. M. Johnson

Ms. B. Kuzma

Mr. F. Mamaghani

Mr. R. Puk, Document Editor

Mr. C. Roswell was present as the representative of TC 211.

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

Mr. P. Berner 






Mr. P. Birkel 


Mr. J. Carswell

Ms. C. Hall

Ms. M. Worley

Ms. M. Bevan was present as a member of the Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization (SISO) and invited as an expert by Mr. Cogman. 

Mr. L. Iverson was present as a member of the Web3D consortium and invited as an expert by Mr. Cogman.

Mr. C. Kottman was present as a member of the OpenGIS consortium and was invited as an expert by Mr. Cogman.

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

1.2 Procedures

The meeting agenda, as included in the meeting announcement WG8 N0057, was reviewed and found to require amendments. The agenda was modified to take account of the liaison discussions with other organisations, the fact that Mr. Kottman would only be available for the remainder of the day, and the need for certain decisions to be taken before the SC 24 Plenary Session on Friday, 7 July. As the meeting proceeded, further amendments were made. The final agenda is included as Attachment 2. It should be noted that the whole meeting was conducted as a plenary session, i.e., there were no parallel sessions.

The minutes of the Third Working Group 8 meeting held in The Hague, The Netherlands WG8 N0058 were approved. 

2. Future Meetings

The next meeting (#5) will be held in Orlando, Florida from 13 – 18 October 2000. The SEDRIS™ Organisation will host this meeting. Its focus will be to review the next draft of WD 18026, Spatial Reference Model. The working draft will have to be posted by mid-August. There was uncertainty about whether such a deadline can be met. Messrs. Carson, Birkel, and Mamaghani agreed to conduct a teleconference with Mr. R. Toms on 13 July to determine the most suitable date. It is not anticipated that the other standards will have a new draft available in time for review at the meeting. 

Meeting #6 will be held in Stuttgart, Germany 26 February – 2 March 2001 and will be hosted by the University of Stuttgart. 

Meeting #7 will be held in Lake Tahoe, Nevada 12 – 16 June 2001.  The SEDRIS™ Organisation will host this meeting.

3. EDCS Overview and Its Relationship to FACC

Mr. Birkel presented the results of his comparison of SEDRIS™ efforts with the work of TC 211. The title of his presentation was SEDRIS Standards: A Brief Overview and Comparison to Related TC 211 Projects (WG8 N0071
).  Mr. Birkel said that TC 211 generates schemas and frameworks, but has no mechanism for updating standards. WG 8 generates standards that can subsequently be amended by a registry. Mr. Birkel stated his reservations about the work of TC 211 as;

· Conceptual schemas are not sufficient for SEDRIS™

· Scope of TC 211 is too restrictive

· TC 211 current products are too restrictive

The TC 211 standard relating to the EDCS is 19110: Feature cataloguing methodology. Mr. Birkel gave a presentation of the elements of this standard that he found difficult to harmonise with the EDCS. These were summarised as;

· 19110 is methodology only. There is no content

· Semantics are sometimes confused with syntax

· Many critical items are defined as optional

· 19110 does not mandate compliance with SI units

It was agreed with Mr. Roswell, the TC 211 representative, that these comments should be communicated back to TC 211. Mr. Foley accepted an action to prepare a liaison statement to TC 211 to inform them of the comments made by SC 24/WG 8 regarding ISO 19110.

Mr. Roswell added five slides to supplement the aforementioned presentation (WG8 N0072). During this presentation, Mr. Kottman inquired as to what the plan is to maintain the infrastructure technology created by the SEDRIS™ Organisation. Mr. Mamaghani stated that the organisation plans to support the technology for the time being, i.e., until such time as a consortium or another suitable organisation comes along that can take it over.

Mr. Birkel then gave an overview of the EDCS. The EDCS was originally a sub-set of FACC. This is no longer the case, as it has been found too restrictive to provide the type of standard needed to support SEDRIS™. An important feature of EDCS will be the registry that will allow new codes to be added after the publication of the standard. The concept of registration was introduced by SC 24. It has been in use for over 20 years with over 100 applications. To increase the liaison between TC 211 and SC 24/WG 8, joint technical meetings should be held on the subjects of the feature cataloguing and spatial reference models. A suitable time for this would be prior to the meeting planned for the newly established Joint Steering group on Spatial Standardisation. Mr. Foley accepted an action to prepare a request to TC 211 to hold meetings on feature cataloguing and spatial reference models.

4. Convener’s Report

4.1 Results of the Second Meeting on Spatial Standardisation, Geneva, May 2000

Mr. Cogman called upon Mr. Carson to report the results of the second JTC 1 Special Meeting on Planning Spatial Standardisation and Related Interoperability (JTC 1 Seoul Meeting Resolution 29). This meeting was held 2 – 4 May in Geneva, Switzerland. Mr. Carson stated the outcome of the meeting was the establishment of the Joint Steering Group (JSG) on Spatial Standardisation and Related Interoperability. The purpose of the steering group is to manage coordination activities better, in order to promote the sharing of information. It should not be to assign or manage specific spatial standards projects. The intent is to foster the rapid insertion of spatial technology into mainstream information technology, while also working to optimise standards development resources. The SEDRIS™ Organisation is a member of the JSG, together with TC 211 and the OpenGIS Consortium (OGC). SC 24 requested to join at the meeting, but was told that JTC 1 wanted to be represented at the top level. Co-operation between spatial organisations is already in progress, but it was felt that the establishment of the JSG will increase the visibility and credibility that this co-operation is taking place. The group consensus was to recommend to SC 24 that the establishment of the JSG should be supported and that working groups should be allowed to be involved. The group consensus is that it wants to join the joint steering group and be involved as SC 24/WG 8. The first meeting of the JSG is planned for 11-12 September 2000 at Reston, Virginia. It was noted the agenda for that meeting is yet to be clearly defined. The Geneva meeting also generated a Matrix of Opportunities (WG8 N0064) to indicate topics of common interest. The review of this item was added to the meeting agenda. Mr. Carson said that after the official meeting, an ad hoc meeting was held between himself, and Messrs. O. Ostensen, C. Kottman and C. Roswell to identify five initial areas of cooperation. These consist of;

· Imagery, gridded and coverage data,

· Feature cataloguing,

· Spatial Reference Model,

· Spatial schema, and

· Portrayal.

 4.2 Status of Co-operative Agreements

SEDRIS™ and SC 24:
Letter ballot closed on 1 July 2000. Result was 19 approvals, 1 approval with comments, 1 abstention, 0 disapprovals. The comments were made by the Canadian NB.

OGC and SC 24:
Request for a Category C liaison to be submitted to SC 24.

4.3 Status of NPs for EDCS and SRM Language Bindings

Mr. Cogman reported the NPs for the EDCS and SRM language bindings have been sent out for comment. None were received. It was decided WG 8 should recommend to SC 24 that the NPs be forwarded to JTC 1 for a letter ballot.

4.4 Numbering of standards

If the two NPs are approved, the numbers allocated to them will not be sequential with the four standards currently in work. An alternative would be to reserve a block of six numbers. The group agreed that the numbers for the standards did not need to be sequential, hence the next two available numbers will be acceptable.

4.5 JTC 1 suggested change of strategy

Mr. Carson also related the results of the JTC 1 Special Group on Strategic Planning meeting held in Zurich, 19 June 2000.  The recommendation of the meeting is to dispense with subcommittees and replace them with technical groups. The suggested change would be to allow consortia to join in the same way as for national bodies and to pay for the privilege of doing so. The TGs would have open memberships but the implications are that they would have to pay.  The TGs would do their own NPs and approve their own NWI (new work items).  This action would put the executive group, national bodies, in control.  A comment was made that this appears to be taxation without representation. Mr. Carson stated the SCs are not expected to comment.
5. National Body Reports

France – No report

Germany – No report

Japan – No report

Korea  - No formal report. Professor Kimn stated that no further participation from Korea would be possible for the remainder of this year, but that for next year, participation would resume. He said that Korea would have a small group working on SEDRIS™ next year.

U.K. – No report

U.S. – No report
6. Editor’s Reports

Efforts have been concentrated on the EDCS. This is because it is easier to align the EDCS with the TC 211 equivalent (19110) than it is to align the SRM with its corresponding TC 211 equivalent (19111). Mr. Birkel has prepared a comparison between the SRM and 19111, which notes that one of the main problems is that 19111 is earth-centric.

The work on SEDRIS™ Part 1 and SEDRIS™ language bindings has been given a lower priority, pending the Sapphire release of SEDRIS™. The Sapphire release will include many of the changes that were recommended at WG 8 meeting #2 and it is important that the software releases and the associated standards remain as closely aligned as possible. 

Mr. Carson gave his editor’s report (WG8 N0080).  

7. Appointment of Committee for Drafting SC 24 Recommendations
Mr. Cogman appointed himself and Messrs. Gifford and Mamaghani to the drafting committee for recommendations to SC 24.

8. Actions from Previous Meeting

The group reviewed and updated the actions from meeting #1 held in Alexandria, Virginia, meeting #2 held in Orlando, Florida, and meeting #3 held in The Hague, Netherlands. They are merged with the action items from this meeting and included as Attachment 3. Action items beginning as 01- are from meeting #1. Action items beginning with 02- are from meeting #2 and so forth. Items shaded gray were closed as part of the meeting. Items missing from the list were closed at previous meetings.

9. Other Presentations by Attendees

9.1. Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization (SISO).  

Ms. M. Bevan explained her purpose as liaison for the Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization (SISO).  She gave an overview of SISO and said it is interested in WG 8 as it relates to simulation interoperability issues.  She stated that SISO is a voluntary organisation that is based in the U.S., but aims to be international. The group concurred that a recommendation should be made to SC 24 to initiate a Category C liaison relationship with SISO. The group assigned an action for Mr. Carson to work with Ms. Bevan to draft a request for Category C Liaison between JTC 1/SC 24 and SISO, for inclusion in the recommendations to SC 24 at the SC 24 plenary.

9.2. SEDRIS trademark

Mr. Gifford stated that the U.S. Government now holds the trademark on SEDRIS™. The editors should include the trademark anytime they use the term “SEDRIS” in a standard. For the ISO standards being produced, it is intended to refer only to the name SEDRIS and not to the associated phrase ‘Synthetic Environment Data Representation and Interchange Specification’. Wherever the SEDRIS™ logo is used, the surrounding seal that contains this phrase will be removed. Mr. Carson advised that this change was within the scope of the NPs for the SEDRIS™ standards and that it was acceptable to make the change at this stage.

9.3. Review Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) (WD 18025) 3rd Working Draft   

The U.K. National Body comments, WG8 N0069, the U.S. National Body comments, WG8 N0067, and comments provided by the EDCS C Language Binding Editor, (WG8 N0082) are all available at the WG 8 web site. The WG 8 combined response to these three documents is WG8 N0073.  Another set of comments by the EDCS editor was not submitted in time for review at the 4th WG 8 meeting.  The group agreed this document should be posted immediately for review and comment at the WG 8 web site. Responses should be submitted to the respective NBs by 28 July, with the NBs consolidated response to be submitted to the WG 8 Secretariat by 4 August. Unless there are dissentions from the NBs, the editor is to proceed to incorporate his recommendations into the standard. If there are dissentions, the group will meet via a teleconference, or e-mail, to resolve the issues.

9.4. Update on SEDRIS™ Functional Specification (WD 18023)

This standard is currently at the third working draft and is ahead of the baseline software upon which it depends. The group agreed to allow the baseline to catch up, so further work on WD 18023 will be deferred. The SEDRIS™ functional specification is dependent on the documentation to be generated for the Sapphire release (expected to be release 3.0) of SEDRIS™. A draft copy of all clauses exists, except for the location classes. The priorities for SEDRIS™ Part 1 are;

· Revise Clause 4

· Keep the document aligned with the current release of SEDRIS™

The editor intends to produce the fourth working draft for SEDRIS™ Part 1 by 15 September 2000.

9.5. Update on SEDRIS™ Language Binding to C

This standard is currently at the second working draft. It is considered a low priority, and it depends on the next release (Sapphire) of SEDRIS™ and further work on the SEDRIS™ functional specification. Mr. Puk, the document editor, notes that no work has been done on this standard since the last draft. Mr. Gifford noted that the language binding should lag behind the functional specification by four months. It was further noted the language bindings are larger than their related standard but easier to address.

9.6. Update on Spatial Reference Model (SRM) (WD 18026)

The U.K. National Body comments, WG8 N0070, and the U.S. National Body comments, WG8 N0068 are available at the WG 8 web site. The WG 8 combined response to these documents is WG8 N0074.  The next working draft of the SRM will be reviewed at the next WG 8 meeting in Orlando, Florida.

10. Review of Matrix of Cooperation Opportunities from Second Meeting of ISO/IEC JTC 1 Special Group on Spatial Standardisation and Related Interoperability

This document (WG8 N0064) was explained during this meeting but there was insufficient time to conduct a review of the matrix. 

11. Recommendations to JTC 1 SC 24

· The group reviewed and discussed the recommendations of the drafting committee. Once the revisions were made, the group approved them. See (WG8 N0079). The recommendations to SC 24 represent the principal results of WG 8 and are summarised as:

· Continued co-operation with the SEDRIS™ Organisation

· Request liaison with OGC

· Request liaison with SISO

· Comment on Joint Steering Group on Spatial Standardisation

· Liaison statements to TC 211

· Programme of work

· Appointment of Editors and External Liaison Officers

· Future Meetings

12. Inconsistent Terminology for EAC Names

Mr. Berner reported that inconsistencies have been noted in the way that attributes are enumerated in existing feature cataloguing systems, such as FACC. The matter has been raised, since a decision needs to be taken as to whether to preserve the existing enumerations with their inconsistencies or to use a more logical naming convention for the EDCS.

The problem relates in particular to the use of the words CATEGORY, TYPE, CODE and RANGE. Details of the types of inconsistency that can occur are given in Attachment 4. 

To resolve the problem, Mr. Birkel proposed that all uses of category, type, code and range should be removed. Category and code should never be used. Type and range could be added back, if considered necessary, provided that they are used in a consistent way.
13. Action Items

Action items from this meeting are included as part of Attachment 3. They include items 04-01 through 04-16.

14. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned by midday on 7 July 2000.

Respectfully submitted:



Tim Gifford
Secretariat
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List of WG 8 Participants

	Last Name
	First Name
	Address
	E-mail

	Berner
	Paul
	SEDRIS™ Organisation

10801 Cavalier Drive

Silver Spring, MD 20901

(301) 593-4349
	Berner@consultant.com

	Bevan
	Michelle


	MSIAC IITRI/AB Tech Group

1901 N. Beauregard Street
Suite 400
Alexandria, VA 22311

Phone:  703-933-3370 

Fax: + 1 703-933-3325
	Mbevan@iitri.org

	Birkel
	Paul
	MITRE

1820 Dolley Madison Blvd.

McLean, VA 22102

(703) 883-6399
	Pbirkel@mitre.org

	Carson
	Steve
	GSC Associates

5272 Redman Road

Las Cruces, NM 88011

+1-505-521-7399
	Carson@siggraph.org

	Carswell
	John
	Reality By Design

12001 Science Dr. Suite 125

Orlando, Florida 32826

(407) 736-0066

Fax: (407) 736-0067
	Carswell@rbd.com

	Cogman
	Jack
	Thomson Training & Simulation

Gatwick Road

Crawley, RH10 2RL

U.K.

+44 1293 56 33 43

Fax:  +44 1293 56 39 44
	Jack.cogman@ttsl.thomson-csf.com

	Cousin


	Pierre
	Thomson Training & Simulation

1, rue du General de Gaulle

ZI Les Beaux Soleils-OSNY BP 226

95523 Cergy-Pontoise Cedex

France

33 01 34 22 20 64
	Pierre.cousin@tts.thomson-csf.com

	Cox
	Rob
	Science Applications International Corporation

12479 Research Parkway

Orlando, FL 32826-3248 

(407) 207-3609
Fax:  (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

(703) 824-3453
	Pfoley@dmso.mil

	Fujimura
	Koreaki
	Electrotechnical Laboratory

1-1-4 Umezono

Tsukuba Ibaraki

Japan

Tel:  +81 298 61 5181

Fax: +81 298 61 5989
	Fujimura@etl.go.jp

	Gifford
	Tim
	Armed Forces Training Systems 

7061 University Boulevard

Winter Park, Florida 32792

(407) 677-0153 x238

Fax: (407) 678-1854
	Tim_gifford@sedris.org

	Grieger
	Ingolf
	Institut fuer Statik u. Dynamik der Luft und Raumfahrtkonstruktionen 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

7061 University Boulevard

Winter Park, Florida 32792

(407) 677-0153 x223

Fax: (407) 678-1854
	Hallc@aftsusa.com

	Iverson


	Lee
	SRI International

333 Ravenswood Ave.

Menlo Park, CA  94025

650 859 3307

650 859 3735
	Leei@ai.sri.com

	Johnson
	Mark
	Evans & Sutherland

600 Komas Drive

Salt Lake City, UT 84108

(801) 588-1746
	Markjohn@es.com

	Kimn
	Ha-jine
	Ajou University

5 Wonchon-Dong, 

Paldal-Ku, Suwon 442-749

South Korea

Tel: +82 331 219 2433

Fax: +82 331 219 1614
	Hjkimn@madang.ajou.ac.kr

	Kottman
	Cliff
	Open GIS Consortium

6614 Rockland Drive

Clifton, VA 20124

Tel: +1 703 830 6516

Fax:+1 703 830 7096
	Cliff@opengis.org

	Kuzma
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	Northrop Grumman
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	SEDRIS™ Organisation
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(425) 641-6192
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or
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	Intelligraphics Inc.
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+1-760-753-9027

+1 760 753 9027
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	National Imagery & Mapping Agency
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	100434.3031@compuserve.com


	Worley
	Michele
	Science Applications International Corporation

12479 Research Parkway
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(407) 207-3607
	Michele.l.worley@saic.com
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	Jiri
	Dept. of Computer Science

Czech Technical University
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Czech Republic
+(4202) 2435 - 7311
Fax: +(4202) 298 098
	zara@fel.cvut.cz
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4th Meeting

Agenda
1. Welcome (0900 on 3 July, 2000)

2. Roll call and introductions

3. Adoption of agenda (WG 8 N0057)

4. Corrections to, and approval of, the minutes of the last meeting. (WG 8 N0056)

5. Future Meetings

6. EDCS overview and its relationship to FACC 

7. Convenor's report

· Results 2nd JTC 1 Special Mtg. on Planning Spatial Standardisation & Related Interoperability (JTC 1 Seoul Meeting Resolution 29) 2-4 May 2000 in Geneva.

· Status of cooperative agreements recommended at meeting #2. (WG 8 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.sedris.org/WG80029.doc" \t "_parent" N0029)

· Status of NPs for EDCS (WG 8 N0042) and SRM (WG 8 N0043) language bindings

· Numbering of standards

· JTC 1 suggested change of strategy

7. National body reports

8. Editor's reports

9. Appointment of committee for drafting SC 24 recommendations

10. Actions from previous WG 8 meetings (WG 8 N0056)

11. Other presentations by attendees

· Simulation Interoperability Standards Organization –  Michelle Bevan 

· SEDRIS™ 

13. Review of Environmental Data Coding Specification (EDCS) (WD 18025) 3rd working draft (WG 8 N0059)

14. Status of SEDRIS™ Part 1 (WD 18023)

15. Status of SEDRIS™ C Binding (WD 18024)
16. Agenda items resulting from review of WDs

17. Review of Spatial Reference Model (SRM)  (WD 18026) 3rd working draft (WG 8 N0060)

18. Review Matrix of Cooperation Opportunities from second meeting of ISO/IEC JTC 1 Special Group on Spatial Standardisation and Related Interoperability

19. Discussion and approval of recommendations to SC 24 (1200 Thursday)

· Liaison statement to TC 211 regarding EDCS

· Cooperative agreement with OGC
· Cooperative agreement with SISO
· Appointment of liaisons
· Timetable for standards releases
· Agenda items for TC 211 plenary in September
· Meeting number seven in June/July 2001
19. Inconsistent terminology in EAC names

20. Review new action items.

21. Confirm the dates and place for the next WG 8 meeting.

22. Close (by 1300 on Friday, 7 July, 2000)
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Action Items
	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.
	

	01-02
	Proposed Categorisation of Units
	Paul Birkel
	31-Oct-99
	4-Jul-00
	Expected 15-Feb-00

Have gotten copy of relevant ISO SI documents. Has a partial draft now, mapping SEDRIS to SI. Many have scale embedded (e.g. kilo meter – meter is unit kilo is scale). Drafting an SCR now to make the change. About 1/2 finished.

About 99% complete. Now deferred until after Sapphire release. (Birkel e-mail dated 17 Apr 00)

4-Jul-00 Closed at meeting #4. Does not really hold up progress of ISO standard. 
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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.)

	02-05
	Determine what term should be used for SEDRIS classes in ISO abstract.  (Currently uses "data item" rather than "class"). – Discuss proposed change at SAM 14 and prepare SCR.
	Campos
	21-Jan-00
	4-Jul-00
	2-May-00:  SCR completed.  J. Campos (SEDRIS core team) will send SCR to WG 8 reflector by 9-May-00. (e-mail from R. Cox)

4-Jul-00 Completed earlier by M. Worley in consolidated e-mail.

	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
	
	4-Jul-00 P. Birkel stated we now have document that contains definitions but not in SEDRIS form yet. (Paris)

	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.

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

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

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

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

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

	02-18
	Determined that "implementation dependent" range for registered types means nobody has to support any values falling in there. ISO documentation is to be clarified to point this out.
	Puk
	Next draft
	1-May-00
	2-May-00:  R. Puk said this was finished. (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from Puk confirming completion 1-May-00. (completed through discussions at SAM 15.)

	02-19
	Remove section 5.2.5.3
	Puk
	Next draft
	17-Mar-00
	2-May-00:  Finished (e-mail from R. Cox)

	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
	21-Jan-00
	
	Discuss at SAM 15

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

	02-29
	Change WD 18023-1-- need to be able to extend SE_POLYGON_FLAGS_ENUM, SE_PRESENTATION_DOMAIN_ENUM (5.2.62, 63)
	Puk
	Next draft
	1-May-00
	2-May 00:  Finished (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk confirming completion.

	02-34
	Section 5.3.4.14 correct "Axis Property Fields" to "Axis Fields" wherever it shows up.
	Puk
	Next draft
	1-May-00
	just a typo

2-May 00:  Finished (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk confirming completion.

	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)

	02-39
	For Property Data Value, change "DT" in enumerators to "PDV"
	Puk
	Next draft
	26-Jun-00
	DT removed. PDV not used in language binding but it should be. (e-mail Puk dated 6-Apr-00)

2-May-00:  Will be done (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk saying it has been done.

	02-40
	For 5.3.4.140, use <Data Item Selector> rather than <SEDRIS Object>.
	Puk
	Next draft
	17-Mar-00
	Couldn't find where this would be a propos. . (e-mail Puk dated 6-Apr-00)
2-May-00:  Finished 17-Mar-00 (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk confirming completion.

	02-43
	Synchronise 5.4.9 with whatever SE_Get/SetUserDataPointer abstract descriptions use.
	Puk
	Next draft
	2-May-00
	See item 64.

2-May-00:  Done (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk confirming completion.

	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 which is anticipated any day. (T. Gifford)

	02-46
	In Word document, each example should restart example numbering.
	Puk
	Next draft
	2-May-00
	editorial cleanup

Will be done in next draft. (e-mail from Puk 6 Apr 00)

17 Apr 00 Numbers will be bullets
2-May-00:  Done and confirmed 26-Jun-00 in e-mail from R. Puk.

	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.

	02-58
	Remove the following terms from the abstract (but they can be in the C binding): Data Item Selector's NUM_TOKENS, Level 0 Read API Function's NUM_FUNCTIONS, Horizontal Datum's NUM_DATUMS.
	Puk
	Next draft
	2-May-00
	2-May-00:  Done Confirmed by R. Puk in e-mail dated 26-Jun-00.

	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: 

	02-64
	7.5.26, 7.5.40 (Get/Set User Data) the output/input parameter needs to be a private blob of user data. Add ___?_ user data type.
	Puk
	Next draft
	17-Mar-00
	Now maps to array of unsigned byte. (e-mail from Puk 6 Apr 00)

See item 43 and 67 also.

2-May-00:  Done. Confirmed in e-mail dated 26-Jun-00 from R. Puk

	02-66
	Add an entry for SE_GetPackedDataTable to the read API function list.
	Puk
	Next draft
	2-May-00
	missing and will be added

2-May-00:  Done. Confirmed by R. Puk in e-mail dated 26-Jun-00.

	02-67
	Modify Put/Get Image Data in parallel (7.6.14)
	Puk
	Next draft
	2-May-00
	See items 43 and 64. 

2-May-00:  Done2. Confirmed by R. Puk in e-mail dated 26-Jun-00.

	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)

	02-71
	Remove Annex B.
	Puk
	Next draft
	2-May-00
	2-May-00:  Done. Confirmed by R. Puk in e-mail dated 26-Jun-00.

	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
	
	
	Mamaghani to oversee

	02-73
	Change all class names drm_(name) e.g., drm_month.

Prepare SCR to reflect this.
	Puk

Campos
	Next draft

04-Feb-00
	12-May-00

18-Feb-00
	eliminates the need to add “selector” or “choice”

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk stating it was completed 12-May-00.

SCR se-core-160

2-May-00:  SCR is post-sapphire name changes (e-mail from R. Cox)

	02-81
	Revise outline and make writing assignments for SEDRIS Standards, Part 1, Clause 4.
	F. Mamaghani
	28-Jan-00
	
	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)

	02-82
	Forward cooperative agreement to JTC 1.
	S. Carson
	4-Feb-00
	9-May-00
	This is the revised one with SEDRIS. It is finished and was sent to J.
Stride several weeks ago. Mr. Carson will check again and confirm that it has gone on to JTC 1. (e-mail Carson dated 6 Apr 00)

13-Apr-00 Revised due date of 1-May-00

9-May-00 Document #N0061

	03-01
	Change “statement of benefits” to send back to JTC  1 regarding cooperative agreement.
	S. Carson
	1-May-00
	9-May-00
	9-May-00 Document #N0061

	03-02
	Submit comments to the editor on the standards using approved SCRs.
	M. Worley
	15-May-00
	14-May-00
	14-May-00 E-mail from Worley to WG 8 reflector.

	03-03
	Determine if we need a textual formal grammar.
	S. Carson & M. Worley
	Next meeting
	4-Jul-00
	See 02-70.

2-May-00:  Haven’t talked yet. (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from Worley stating it was established that a UML grammar would be sufficient for
ISO's purposes. 

4-Jul-00 S. Carson No textual formal grammar needed

	03-04
	Update the list of graphic formats.
	J. Carswell
	15-May-00
	4-Jul-00
	14 Apr 00 U.S comment on SEDRIS standard, T26 

5.2.5.4 Graphic_Format
The selections shown in many cases do not refer to international standard formats and several international standard formats are missing. This list should be updated and should include at least PNG, BIIF, and CGM. Moreover, the name does not reflect the fact that these formats are all raster image formats.

4-Jul-00 closed since it is the same as 02-21 and 02-22

	03-05
	Obtain and post the ISO document numbers for EDCS and SRM language bindings.
	S. Carson
	5-May-00
	4-Jul-00
	14 Apr 00   US comments, E3 Reference list update
The list of references should be updated to include the EDCS and SRM C language bindings. It is preferable the numbers be the next in order.

4-Jul-00 Will not be obtainable until NPs are approved. (Paris)

	03-06
	If  “enumerant” is not in Oxford English Concise Dictionary, then define it in Clause 4 in SEDRIS standard. 
	D. Puk
	Next draft
	17-May-00
	Korean editorial comment 23. on EDCS, the word Enumerant is not in the dictionary.

14 Apr 00 If not in dictionary, it should be defined in all three standards.

24-Apr-00 It is not in the Oxford English Concise Dictionary – T. Gifford 

2-May-00:  Not finished yet . (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from Puk stating it was completed 17-May-00.

	03-07
	Revisit unit codes and data types to look at what the definitions should be.
	S. Carson & P. Birkel
	3-Jul-00
	
	4-Jul-00 Still need to address codes that are not SI. Still are a few SI codes not done since we do not have complete SI. Anctipated by next WG mtg.(Paris)

	03-08
	Include Rearrange Image Data in SEDRIS standard.
	D. Puk
	Next draft
	17-May-00
	2-May-00:  Not finished yet . (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk stating it was completed 17-May-00

	03-09
	Identify the TC 211 equivalent to FGDC standard for metadata.
	P. Foley
	15-May-00
	18-Apr-00
	23-Jun-00 Completed during WG 8 meeting #3 according to P. Foley

	03-10
	Provide examples of data item classes.
	R. Cox
	15-May-00
	2-Jun-00
	2-May-00:  D. Shen (SEDRIS core team) will provide by 30-May-00. (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 R. Cox e-mail stating this was completed week of 2–Jun-00.

	03-11
	Identify missing word in 6.3.289 Sound_Instance paragraph SEDRIS part 1.
	R. Cox
	15-May-00
	
	2-May-00:  Word is there but need to have it shown.  M. Worley will provide by 15-May-00. (e-mail from R. Cox)

4-Jul-00 M. Worley: Will try to complete during WG 8 Paris.

	03-12
	Identify international reference for fonts. Refers to using text to label features.
	S. Carson
	1-Jun-00
	
	

	03-13
	Define “environment” for use in Clause 4(s).
	F. Mamaghani
	15-May-00
	
	

	03-14
	Check TC 211 to see if “geo” terms are defined.
	S. Carson
	15-May-00
	4-Jul-00
	4-Jul-00 C. Roswell says TC 211 understands “geo” in reference to earth. So “geo” may be used for any celestial body or other mass. TC 211 does not define “geo” per se.(Paris)

	03-15
	Draft conformance clause for SEDRIS, Part 1
	D. Puk
	Next Draft
	17-May-00
	2-May-00:  No work yet (e-mail from R. Cox)

26-Jun-00 e-mail from R. Puk stating the action was completed 17-May-00.

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

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

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

	03-17
	Determine if there are any problems from an ISO/IEC perspective of just using a non-defined title such as SEDRIS in the name of a standard.
	S. Carson
	
	19-May-00
	19-May-00 There are no problems. (e-mail from S. Carson)

	04-01
	Communicate issues and question about 19110 to TC211. Prepare and send liaison document to TC 211, by submitting to SC-24.
	P. Foley
	07-July-00
	06-July-00
	WG8N0075

	04-02
	Prepare Category C Liaison between SC 24 and OGC
	P. Foley, C. Kottman
	07-July-00
	06-July-00
	Completed 06-July-00 by P. Foley.  Needs review by C. Kottman

	04-03
	Get invitation from TC211 (for 19126 meeting) for SC 24 to attend their meeting in early Sept.  Coordinate with Charles Roswell.


	S. Carson, P. Foley
	24-July-00
	
	

	04-04
	Check to get right people (Farid, et al) on the e-mail list for JSG
	S. Carson
	18-July-00
	
	

	04-04
	TC 211 CD 19107 spatial schema document should be reviewed by WG 8, comments due in August.  Unsure if this is a useful effort!
	DISCARDED!
	??
	
	

	04-05
	Put CD 19107 at WG8 document register.
	Gifford
	??
	
	Not needed, given resolution on previous action.

	04-06
	Request liaison meetings with TC211 on the topics of Feature Cataloguing and Spatial Reference Models
	Foley
	7-July-00
	7-July-00
	SC 24 N 2171

SC 24/WG 8 N 0078

	04-07
	Review 19109 and19119 review all to determine which ones are of interest.  Put relevant on WG8 doc register. See Roswell for help. 
	Foley
	18-July-00


	
	

	04-08
	Comment on content and provide to TC211 (Sept meeting). Pending above action.
	Berner
	01-Aug-00
	
	

	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.
	Berner
	09-Sept-00
	
	

	04-10


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

	04-11
	Provide definition of “enumerant” to the Korean delegation for review.
	Puk
	
	
	

	04-12
	Review definition of “enumerant” as provided by R. Puk
	Kimn
	
	
	

	04-13
	Post P. Birkel’s EDCS revisions to WG 8 web site and announce request for review and comment from NBs by 7/28.
	Gifford
	10-Jul-00
	
	

	04-14
	Review and contrast plurality in EDCS labels and definitions, (e.g., tree_individual vs. trees). This action is part of the broader preparation for WD 4 of EDCS.
	Birkel
	Next WD
	
	

	04-15
	Ask R. Toms what documentation is available that defines the nature of the algorithm implementations in the SEDRIS coordinate conversion library. Initiate telecon between Ralph and Birkel and Carson plus Foley and Mamaghani to resolve the structure of the SRM.
	Carson
	13-Jul-00
	
	

	04-16
	Develop rules and guidelines for use of words such as code, type, category, … in EDCS labels and revise all affected labels accordingly. Pose to WG 8 first and after resolution, to se-base for comment.
	Birkel
	6-Aug-00
	
	

	04-17
	Verify 2001 SC 24 plenary dates with facility at Lake Tahoe.
	C. Hall
	17-Jul-00
	
	

	04-18
	Request Category C Liaison between JTC 1/SC 24 and SISO
	M.Bevan, S.Carson
	7-July-00
	7-July-00
	SC 24/WG 8 N0077 submitted to SC 24 Plenary on 7 July 2000


Attachment 4

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1ISO/IEC JTC 1/SC 24/WG 8

EAC inconsistant terminology  between CATEGORY, TYPE, CODE, and RANGE

Here are some examples:

ACCURACY_CATEGORY

AEROSOL_TYPE

STATION_TYPE_CATEGORY_MARITIME

FISHING_FACILITY_CLASSIFICATION

COLOUR_CODE_CATEGORY

COLOUR_OF_NAVIGATION_MARK_CLASSIFICATION

COLOUR_OF_TEXT

ECOSYSTEM_TYPE_CODE

MATERIAL_COMPOSITION_CATEGORY

MATERIAL_COMPOSITION_SECONDARY

While category and type are not exactly interchangable, we should

try to produce some kind of guide lines for the use of these terms.

There are many cases of  ..._TYPE_CATEGORY that I think

should be renamed to one or the other.  

Note COLOUR_OF_TEXT has no TYPE or CATEGORY or CODE designation.

I think that CODE should be reserved for enumerations which

are artificially coded like SOURCE_TYPE_CODE, or trafficablility

so that SUMMER_TREE_COVER_DENSITY_CODED

becomes SUMMER_TREE_COVER_DENSITY_RANGE

and BRUSH_OR_UNDERGROWTH_DENSITY_CODE

becomes BRUSH_OR_UNDERGROWTH_DENSITY_RANGE

Then there are cases like

GROUND_SLOPE_CATEGORY,

DERIVED_OBSTACLE_HEIGHT_OR_DEPTH_CATEGORY, and

SLOPE_GRADIENT_LEFT_PRIMARY

which are really ranges.

Here is an inconsistency case in point:

CLOUD_COVER_LOWEST

CLOUD_COVER_TOTAL_CODE

Should both be CODEs

And here's another case:

BRIDGE_DESIGN_CATEGORY

BRIDGE_FUNCTION_CATEGORY

BRIDGE_OPENING_TYPE

BRIDGE_OR_BRIDGE_SUPERSTRUCTURE_CATEGORY

BRIDGE_SPAN_CATEGORY  

BRIDGE_SPAN_MOBILITY

Opening type should be renamed BRIDGE_OPENING_CATEGORY

and

BRIDGE_SPAN_CATEGORY 

has  UNSPECIFIED_FIXED as an enumerant.

We should add an UNSPECIFIED_MOVABLE enumerant

and eliminate  the 

BRIDGE_SPAN_MOBILITY

EAC. 
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