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Guidelines for Submitting Comments on the EDCS CD

Individual Tagging of Comments

It is strongly requested that comments are individually labeled, such that they identify the originating organization, the type of comment (one of General, Technical, or Editorial), and a unique sequential number.  Organizations are encouraged to adopt the same identification mechanism as used for comments on Working Drafts. That is, the comment labels should look like:

<organization>_<type><number>

where:

<organization> is a short, unique string without any included spaces, for

example "US" or " TC211", that identifies the NB or LO.

<type> is one of the following:

"G (General)

"T (Technical)

"E (Editorial)

NOTE: Members of an NB or LO may individually label their comments. In such cases, the comments should be renumbered as indicated above, when they are compiled. This is illustrated as follows for the SEDRIS Organization; 

SEDRIS_G001, SEDRIS_G0002,  SEDRIS_G0003…, SEDRIS_T0001, …, SEDRIS_E0001, …, etc. 

Please do not submit comments using a Microsoft Word style incorporating automatic numbering within comment "tags".  Instead, please number the comments individually using text.

Identify Comments relating to Dictionary Entries

Comments should be divided between 

(1) comments not related to EDCS Dictionary Entries, and

(2) those that are comments related to EDCS Dictionary Entries.  

Comments Not Related to EDCS Dictionary Entries

These comments should begin with a citation of the relevant location by section number, paragraph and sentence, or table number, row and column as needed. 

Completeness: If a change or correction is needed, the comment should include a specific suggestion sufficient to remedy the problem. Include an explanation of the problem(s) and a rationale for any change.

Comments Related to EDCS Dictionary Entries

A comment on an EDCS Dictionary Entry should include:

- all entry components (Label, definition, Ref. Type, Reference, and as appropriate, Group, EQ, etc.), 

- an explanation of the problem(s), and

- a rationale for each change. 

Remember that changes to Definitions influence the appropriateness of Labels, Reference types, and References, at a minimum.  There are few changes that affect only a single component of a dictionary concept. (See “Other affected entries” in the example below).

Completeness:  Please read the accompanying document: “Considerations on Preparing EDCS CD Comments on Dictionary Entries” for guidance as to what constitutes completeness. The completeness guidelines are organized as a checklist to help you in comment preparation. It is recommended that you print these guidelines, then as you read the EDCS specification and are preparing your comments, you can refer to the specific section of the guidelines that matches the EDCS dictionary upon which you are commenting. This will make it easier to catch all the relevant topics associated with the particular area on which you are commenting. 

Revision Format: It is suggested that revisions to entry components be made to the existing text and labels using strikethrough font for deletions and red font for additions. Show all entry components (except code) even if there are no changes to the component. (Practical note: When cutting and pasting from HTML or spreadsheets into MS-Word, first paste into Notepad and then cut from Notepad into Word – This will strip out hidden code and formatting).   

Please follow the format of the example on the following page: 

Example Comment

In the example in the text box below, the commenter:

1) changes the definition of  EA VESSEL_DENSITY_CODED

2) changes the label

3) adds an associated group and deletes an associated group

4) changes the reference

5) changes several EE definitions

6) changes several EE references

7) notes other affected items

Recall: Deletions are in strikethrough font, additions are in red font.

Note: with Other affected entries, the commenter identified other changes that should take place related to this comment and has indicated the explicit changes (to Table 8.58 -- EAs in the ACOUSTIC_PHENOMENON group, UK_T058, and the new reference for the Bibliography, UK_T063) which also appear elsewhere in the comment document.

UK_T023


Table 6.26


EAL: VESSEL_DENSITY_CODEDLEVEL 


Problem: 1) This concept was derived from “shipping density”, a rough indicator of the quantity of ships contributing to the acoustic noise background. 2) The label component _CODED_ implies that some specific range of a well defined density has been coded. 3) The EA is related to acoustic phenomena; 4) The concept does not fit EG VEHICLE definition: “Of, or related to, <DEVICE> or <STRUCTURE> for transporting <PERSONNEL> or things.”; 5)The NR reference can be improved. 


Def: The categorical (coded) density of <VESSEL>s with respect to <WATER_BODY> ambient acoustic noise levels. 


Rationale: This attribute is used in the determination of ambient noise using Wenz or similar curves.


Attr. Val. Type: ENUMERATION 





Table D.23


EAL: VESSEL_DENSITY_CODEDLEVEL 	


Groups: ACOUSTIC_PHENOMENON, HYDROGRAPHIC_TRNSP, VEHICLE 


Rationale: This attribute is used in the determination of ambient noise using Wenz or similar curves.


Ref: NR  IR PUSW, [new reference] Wenz, G.M., Acoustic ambient noise in the ocean: spectra and sources, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 34(12):1936-56.


	  


Table 6.56/ Table E.23


Problem: Light/heavy are not explained


(EEL / Def / Ref)


 REMOTE / Distant shipping; Remote. / NR  IR PUSW 


 LIGHT / Acoustically far from shipping lanes; Light. / NR  IR PUSW


 MODERATE / Intermediate between light and heavy; Moderate. /NR	 


 HEAVY / Acoustically near shipping lanes; Heavy. / NR  IR PUSW


Rationale: This terminology is based on PUSW 





Other affected entries: 


(UK_T058) Table 8.58 -- EAs in the ACOUSTIC_PHENOMENON group


(UK_T063) Bibliography -- add new entry
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