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Content or Objective Comments and
Grammar, Typos, Admin Comments

	Line # or Section #
	Comment
	Proposed Resolution

	127
	“Acknowledgement”
	Change to “Acknowledgment"

	172
	
	Remove “into the organizational EA”

	186
	which
	Change to “that”

	190
	
	Insert paragraph before “Geospatial services”

	207
	Different uses of the word “business”
	Change “businesses” to “organizations”

	219-220
	Duplicate sentence (with line 223)
	Delete “The key objective is to increase and improve the availability and use of geospatial information across all sectors within the United States.”

	223
	Awkward sentence
	Change “and use of” to “to use”

	228
	“Federal” twice
	Replace “a Federal Enterprise” with “an enterprise”

	230-239
	Inconsistent font size
	Change to 11

	236
	Not sure if “client” = customer/user or = computer thin client e.g. web browser.
	Change “client centered” to “user-oriented”

	238
	
	Change “the” to “a” minimum

	240
	The benefit should not be to NSDI.
	Change “The NSDI benefits by having” to “Government organizations benefit from having NSDI” adopted practices…

	246, 247
	The M and S in the figure are not readily understood
	Delete the M and S boxes and the (S) (M) in the upper left text box.  

	246, 247
	
	Make the “FGDC” font size the same as in the other ovals.

	249
	
	Add “other” before “services”

	252
	The National Map will not be managed by the Geospatial Profile
	Change “will be managed and advertised using the Geospatial Profile guidance” to “are integral elements of the Geospatial Profile guidance”.

	253
	
	Change “that overlies” to “for”

	262
	
	Change “two” to “one”

	276-277
	
	Move this paragraph to be after the following one.

	299
	
	Make this a bullet like the following items in the list.

	308
	Refer to SRM services section, just like the previous sections referred to the DRM, BRM, and PRM sections
	Add “Section 2.@@@ of the Geospatial Profile describes how geospatial services should be incorporated into each organization’s Enterprise Architecture.”

	311
	
	Add “the” before “concepts”

	382
	The CIO Council for a short time changed their name to “US” but appears to be “Federal” again.
	Change “US” to “Federal”

	384 and elsewhere
	Avoid level three headings here.  Use unnumbered headings or just paragraphs instead.
	

	385
	
	Change “Of” to “of”

	386
	Fix name of group
	Change “Architectural Infrastructure” to “Architecture and Infrastructure”

	405
	
	Change “is the primary content” to “provides the primary guidance”

	495
	
	Change “5” to “6”

	499
	
	Change “Geospatial” to “the Geospatial Profile”

	500
	
	Change “that geospatial” to “the Geospatial Profile”

	515
	
	Change to “geospatial technology standards”

	524-526
	Unnecessary repetition
	Remove this paragraph

	528
	
	Remove “FEA”

	529-530 + 535 and elsewhere
	Consistency
	Replace “geo-services” with “geospatial services” 

	537
	Consistency.  The Section 1 Audience section uses the term “Business Sponsor”, which I prefer to “Owner”
	Change “owner” to “sponsor”

	555
	
	Clarify to note that while there are 6 measurement areas (as shown in the diagram) only 4 have been defined in the FEA.

	573
	Has this Geospatial Integration Maturity Model been used somewhere or is has it only been defined and not sufficiently exercised?
The concepts here seem quite valid and well thought out.

However, there is so much here as compared to the treatment of the other reference models that it seems imbalanced.  When a reader reaches this section, it comes across as too much detail.  If this is to be included, perhaps it should be split into two parts, one in the main document (sections 2.3.3.1 and 2, one in an appendix (e.g. sections 2.3.3.3+) or online FEA Geospatial knowledgebase.
	The Geospatial Profile should avoid introducing concepts that have not been sufficiently exercised.

If this has been exercised, suggest adding a call-out box with a short paragraph that e.g. “Agency-X has been using this maturity model since YEAR to measure and improve its geospatial architecture and integration.”

	574
	“Collaboration” should either be its own category or part of another one.  This emphasizes working within common communities of interest and sharing across boundaries.  I see something close at lines 938-9 but that is in the Training and Awareness area.
	

	620, 653, and elsewhere
	
	Change “GIT” to something else.

	826
	Clarify
	Add “OMB Circular” before “A-16”.

	844
	Confusing use of term “Business Case”, which means much more to OMB.
	Change “Business Case” to “waiver request and business justification”.

	855
	This “Business Case” is okay as used here.
	

	955
	
	Change “is” to “includes”.

	963
	
	Change “which” to “that”.

	964
	OMB changed this from “to Citizens” to “for Citizens” between BRM v1 and v2.
	Change “Service to the Citizen” to “Services for Citizens”

	968
	I thought OMB was going to rename “Sub-functions” to be “Functions” but it looks like it didn’t make it into the Consolidate Reference Model.
	

	1000
	
	Change “such” to “to ensure”

Change “so” to “and”

	1001, 1004, 1006, and elsewhere
	Don’t capitalize “Enterprise” when it is on its own
	

	1016
	Consistency
	Change “place-based” to “location-based”

	1023
	
	At end add “and incorporated into the other perspectives of the EA”

	1025
	
	Change to “location-based” (with hyphen)

Add “and” before “determine”

	1026
	
	Change “in to” to “into”

	1028 and elsewhere
	Don’t capitalize “Subject Matter Experts”
	

	1037
	I really like these questions.  They are very concrete and nontechnical.
	

	1043
	
	Add “route”

	1078-1079
	
	Change “are or should be a part of” to “are (or should be) used during”

	1083
	
	Remove “, taken in their totality”

	1098
	The term “geoprocessing unit” would not be clear to most readers.
	Clarify or remove

	1098
	
	Change “geoprocessing user tools” to “geospatial user tools”

	1100
	
	Change “actions” to “activities”

	1107
	
	Add “to” before “limit”

	1114
	
	Change “within the business analysis write-up” to “throughout the architecture”

	1124
	
	Change “Components” to “Component”

	1132
	
	Add after “Statements”:  “for consistency and to emphasize opportunities for commonality and reuse”.

	1133
	
	Remove “fruit”!

	1138
	[An aside:  at some point the FEA will better distinguish “service” from “component”, but that has not yet happened.]
	Change “services” to “service”

	1139
	
	Delete “define”

	1142
	
	Remove comma.

	1144
	
	Add “common, consistent” before “terminology”

	1144
	
	Change “which” to “that”

	1144
	“relates” appears twice
	Change “concepts related to the business” to “capabilities supporting business needs” 

	1148 and elsewhere
	Check repeated definition of acronyms, e.g. here for FEA, PMO, and SRM
	

	1151
	
	Change “Aligning” to lowercase.

	1155
	
	Change “decreases” to “is intended to result in the reduction of”

	1162
	
	Change “federal, state, local, and tribal” to “government”

	1165
	
	Change “harmony” to “harmonizing”

	1168
	
	Change “about” to “on a”

	1169, 1171
	Use of “geospatial business language” is confusing in this context
	On 1169:  Change to “set of names and definitions for geospatial service components”

On 1170-1171, delete “define a common geospatial business language that”, and change “distinguishes” to “distinguish”

	1173
	
	Change “the interfaces” to “the associated interfaces”

	1175, 1239, 1261, and elsewhere
	
	Change “Components” to lowercase.

	1176
	
	Delete “business”

	1178-1179
	
	Clean up title of Appendix B.

	1178
	
	Change “Some key” to “Essential”

	1180
	Move definition of “Geospatial” up front, in call-out box.  It is buried here on page 36.
	

	1180
	
	Change “location” to “locations”

	1184
	
	Change “manmade” to “man-made”

	1219 to 1221 and elsewhere
	Consistent use of "straight" quotes vs. “smart” quotes and ‘single’ quotes vs. “double” quotes
	

	1222
	
	In footnote, cite date and version of document.  This document is currently being revamped by the IAC.

[Actually, this content may have appeared in an earlier version of the SRM.]

	1235
	[Note that if it were to be included, the proper term is “OMB Exhibit 300”]
	Delete “Can be expressed as an IT 300 exhibit”

Change “Normally not expressed as an IT 300 exhibit, but” to “Normally expressed”


Delete “Normally not ex-pressed as an IT 300 exhibit”

Delete “Normally not expressed as an IT 300 exhibit”

	1241
	
	Add “and do not all produce visualizations” after “component”.

	1242
	
	Add “the current” before “FEA”

	1244+ and 1255+
	We should DEFINITELY redefine the SRM to better reflect geospatial services!
	

	1260
	I would elevate the recommended extensions to the SRM to the main body of the text, basically taking each of the Geospatial Components and Descriptions from Appendix G (which are great), removing the blank ones, and putting the summary table in the main text section.

Otherwise, the SRM section is pretty much generic and just text copied from other sources, which is not specific enough for the Geospatial Profile.
	

	1266
	
	Change “IT” to “OMB”

	1267+
	I suggest these notes be incorporated as directly included text because they add value.
	

	1279, 1282, and elsewhere
	
	Change “Agency” to lowercase.

	1283
	Include a full reference here even though it also appears in the Reference List.  Don’t include [3] as a citation to a reference.
	If the content of this section is directly copied from the source, indicate so, e.g. “Information in this section extracted from [source]”

	1291-1292
	
	Change “IT 300 Exhibits” to “OMB Exhibit 300s” in diagram.

	1297
	
	If the content of this section is directly copied from the source, indicate so, e.g. “Information in this section extracted from [source]”

	1306-1386
	This general-purpose information is useful, but not tailored to geospatial.  I would move it to an appendix, particularly since it is a direct quote from another document (which is under revision right now).
	

	1387 = Sect 2.6, etc.
	Durability of web links.  Will web links remain valid over several years?
	

	1387
	The OGC Geospatial Interoperability Reference Model should be referenced and summarized somewhere, and an illustration included.  It applies across the reference models, particularly SRM, TRM, and DRM.
	

	1387
	Are there additional standards not cited here, e.g. gazetteer, geocoding, etc.?  Seems like there are more that could be included here.
	

	1391
	
	Remove “As a key element of the FEA”.

	1396
	
	Add at end:  “and opportunities for sharing technical solutions and standards”

	1410-1416
	
	Suggest deleting since there is a blanket statement about the Audience in Section 1, since no other sections identify their audiences, and since this is a long list anyway.

	1419
	
	Delete “DHS”

	1422-1423
	
	Change “This profile of the TRM adopts the organizational scheme of” to “The GeoTRM uses the same structure as”

	1432
	
	Change “definition of a” to “establishment and regular updates to geospatial entries in an overall”

	1433
	
	Change “at the end of this document” to the actual appendix reference.

	1436 etc.
	
	Change “SRM-Geospatial Profile” to “GeoSRM”

	1438
	
	Delete “in this document”

	1440-1480
	These definitions, while good and accurate, are generic and not specific to the Geospatial Profile
	Ultimately all of these terms should be in the Federal EAGlossary.  [Note:  I am reviewing that right now and will try to leverage some of the good definitions in the Geospatial Profile, regardless of whether they are new or derived from other sources.]

Should probably move all definitions to an Appendix, which ultimately should be replaced by a reference to the overall Federal EA Glossary.

	1484
	Geospatial is not just a database technology area.  It is also a visualization area and an analysis area.  Today’s SRM lumps it solely into visualization.  The TRM should leverage the SRM.  [However, I should note that the FEA TRM is not particularly well aligned to the FEA SRM at the element level.]
	

	1490
	
	Add at end: “, described in the following sections.”

	1508, 1509, 1510, 1511, 1513, 1514, 1515, 1516, 1517, 1518, and elsewhere
	DELETE ALL references to specific vendor products and services!  They should not be in the profile at all!
	

	1526
	Not sure that there is anything unique to geospatial in the security area.  Suggest removing this section, or perhaps just stating that.
	

	1535
	Presentation may also be non-screen-based for voice-only access or Section 508 access.
	

	1562
	Consistency.  Use “OGC” or “OpenGIS” consistently.  “OGC” would seem to be the better choice here.
	

	1562
	Not sure that this standard is associated with Wireless/Mobile/Voice
	

	1805
	DRM section should be after the BRM section and before the SRM and TRM sections.
	

	1807-1808
	
	Delete; unclear, not well formed, and subsequent paragraphs are better.

	1809-1810
	The sidebar (or call-out) defining geospatial should be part of one much earlier in the document, e.g. in Section 1.
	

	1812
	
	Add “how to describe” before “geospatial data”

	1813
	
	Add “the” before “FEA DRM”

Change “the investment” to “investments”

	1823
	Need to rephrase or further clarify the statement, “Place codes represent a spatial taxonomy.”  What are place codes?
	

	1829
	
	Delete “will be reviewed and reconciled”.  Add separate sentence indicating that these activities will be coordinated in the future to resolve issues and differences.

	1834-1836
	
	Delete short NSDI paragraph.  Already treated in Section 1.

	1839
	
	Change “re-use” to “reuse”

	1852
	
	Add “name or” before “place code”

	1854-1855
	The phrase “Although geometric or geographic coordinates do not specify broad taxonomies for geographic data,” is not at all clear.  Please rephrase.
	

	1861
	“Footnote?” suggests the need for a footnote that is missing here.
	

	1867
	
	Change “Category” to “Categories”

	1888
	
	After sentence ending in “specifications.”, add sentence “The services and standards are described in the SRM and TRM sections of the Geospatial Profile.”

	1895-1899
	Though the framework supports 7 themes, there are many, many other themes not yet addressed by NSDI or any standards organization, e.g. the many  HIFLD homeland security themes.  How should these unresolved themes be addressed in the Geospatial Profile?  It is not enough to just rest on the laurels of 7 themes when many others are essential to support business functions across Federal agencies.
	

	1928-1929
	Potentially confusing use of the term “components”
	Change to “part” or something else.

	1931
	
	Change “has been achieved” to “should be formulated”

	1961
	Don’t know what a “block group” is.
	

	1974
	For the non-geospatially-inclined, should define “ortho-rectified” in a layperson-accessible manner.
	

	1996
	
	After “content standards,”, add “as provided in the GeoTRM”.

Plus, ensure that the subsequent references are indeed addressed in the GeoTRM.

	2001
	
	Add “yet” before “exist”

	2014
	SRM reference should be the same as the Consolidated Reference Model reference at line 2017.  Omit separate SRM reference
	

	2019
	A new version of the Service-Component Architectures paper is expected in the next couple of months.
	

	2023
	The EA Assessment that that been released by OMB is now at 1.5.  Version 2.0 will be released in Nov 2005.
	

	2026
	Why is the DOE architecture cited?
	

	2031
	Glossary.  I have not reviewed this.  This will ultimately need to be sync’ed with the Federal EA Glossary.  I am currently reviewing the Federal EA Glossary and will keep in mind the glossary items from this draft of the Geospatial Profile.
	

	2095
	The use case description looks very good at the top level!
	

	2095
	The original idea, still good, was to demonstrate the use case scenario across all of the FEA reference models and perspectives in Section 2.  This has not yet been incorporated.  At least add placeholder messages that this is the intent.
	

	2199
	What is NRP-CIS vs. NRP-CIA?  CIS has not been defined.
	

	2320+
	The remainder of the Geospatial appendices were not reviewed in any detail.
	


