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Content or Objective Comments

	Line # or Section #
	Comment
	Proposed Resolution

	General comments
	The FEA Geospatial Profile is a long and tedious read, repeating and rephrasing the same ideas in numerous places.  The better part of three days was spent by one staff member to review and try to understand this document.
	

	215-219
	We do not agree that using “geospatial data in different formats and standards based on their requirements” results in wasteful spending, redundant data collection hindering ability to effectively and efficiently provide information and services.  GIS is an enabling technology providing much greater capability and efficiency than possible without it.  This is an overstatement of a minor problem.  
	

	263-264 
	Why is it necessary for government agencies to “identify and describe the role of geospatial data and capabilities in the performance, process, data, service, and technology elements”?  What would this documentation accomplish?
	

	265
	What is “the agency transition strategy”?
	

	269-272
	I have heard this phrase (“adoption and use of interoperable, standards-based geospatial tools and technologies across lines of business”) used previously to refer to compulsory adoption of a single, spherical geographic coordinate system (GCS) by all agencies.  This interpretation does not meet bureau specific needs.  There are very good reasons for adoption of specific planar coordinate systems.  As one example, meaningful area and acreage calculations are not possible in GCS.  Projection of data in GCS to a planar coordinate system to obtain area measurements is possible but recalculates coordinates and disturbs geometry, inducing error.  Bureaus choose the most appropriate coordinate system for their data to maintain fidelity and minimize errors during analysis.
	

	289
	What does “initial standardization of geospatial artifacts” mean?  Does this refer to compulsory adoption of a single coordinate system?
	

	393
	“Geospatial services” is not defined here and is only vaguely defined in appendices B and F.  A definition from appendix B is encountered on line 437.  Assuming that this term is being used to refer to an Internet map service, it is not possible for a map service to “cut across all lines of business in a multitude of applications”.  Internet map services may consist of image services or feature services, providing very different functionalities.  Image services only present a viewable picture of a map and can not be queried, analyzed, or downloaded.
	

	560-577
	Technically, doesn’t The National Map contain links to Internet map services running elsewhere?  Don’t many of these links point back through Geospatial One Stop?
	

	610
	I have not seen redundancy and waste in relation to the production of geospatial data.  If this occurs, it has to be within the larger federal agencies.  OSM’s budget is very small in relation to the other bureaus.  We only produce digital data (related to coal mining) from our own internal analog sources.  This is not produced anywhere else on this planet.  If there is waste in geospatial data production, I would look at aerial photography / satellite imagery programs in the larger federal agencies.  I would imagine that some cost savings could be obtained from coordinating remote sensing programs at USDA, DOI, DHS, DOT, etc.
	

	673
	What is GEA COP WG?
	

	625-1203
	OSM resources are already stretched.  If a geospatial activity does not have an immediate and obvious benefit to OSM, it will be abandoned quickly.
	 

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Grammar, Typos, Admin Comments
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