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Content or Objective Comments

	Line # or Section #
	Comment
	Proposed Resolution

	7.1.4
	The listed WFS and WCS versions are not the latest.
	Suggest removing the version numbers from this document and instead always referring to the latest version of a standard or technology.

	1241
	This section references Appendix C instead of Appendix E with respect to the pervasiveness of location within the business activities of government.
	Appendix E should be referenced instead.

	H
	The list of standards in Appendix D overlaps significantly with the FGDC Geospatial Interoperability Reference Model (GIRM).


	Suggest replacing Appendix H with a reference to the GIRM. 

If there are any standards that should be referenced in an EA but are not in the GIRM, then FGDC should consider updating the GIRM accordingly. 

Alternatively, Appendix H can list only the standards that are not covered by the GIRM (with a clear justification of why they should be listed separately). 

Mapping the EA Component Framework to the GIRM categorizations could be of value here as well. 

	7
	The TRM section ends almost abruptly, signaling the end of the document.
	A conclusion for the whole document as well as next steps would be appropriate.

	3.3
	This section proposes the GIMM as a tool for evaluating the status of integration of geospatial technologies within an organization. But it is not clear if the GIMM is a mature process that has been exercised and tested elsewhere.


	It is important to keep in mind that some of the measures proposed here may be eventually incorporated into the FEA that all federal agencies have to comply with. Consequently, we suggest that the GIMM be reviewed and revised outside this profile at this stage. Federal agencies have to agree on the measurements that they’re going to have to abide with if this profile is approved by OMB.

	7
	The listing of standards in this section is inappropriate and sometimes confusing

1- The criterion for inclusion of the various standards is not explicitly stated (e.g., by including the ESRI shapefile Technical Description, it’s clear that this list is not restricted to open consensus standards, and that you’re also incorporating de-facto standards as well). Selectively listing relevant standards can be misleading to the CIOs with little geospatial experience (who don’t know what else is out there, and are only going to go by what is recommended in this profile).

2- Similar to Appendix H (see earlier comment), the examples of relevant standards duplicate a big portion of the GIRM. Organizations (and CIOs with little geospatial background) may be confused as to which reference model and standards to include in their FEA.

3- The list is going to be hard to keep up-to-date, especially in a document of this size.


	Suggest

· Explicitly stating the criteria for inclusion of the listed relevant standards in the document (the criteria can be borrowed from the GIRM and extended appropriately if needed. Refer to http://gai.fgdc.gov/girm/v1.1/#Criteria for the GIRM criteria).

· Even better, maintain this list outside of this document, preferably referring to the GIRM (see comment on Appendix H above). This would make it easier to keep track of versions, formats, new technologies, etc.

· Staying aware of the target audience for this document and the agencies that have to abide by its recommendations.



	General
	As the document states, once approved by OMB, the Geospatial Profile is going to be the basis that CIOs in the federal government will use to incorporate the geospatial perspective into their EAs. This has serious implications on how these agencies, these CIOs and their EAs are evaluated by OMB in terms of EA compliance. In particular, these CIOs (unlike commercial organizations and other audiences listed in the document) are the ones who will have to live with this document’s guidelines and implications for years to come, and hence their review of the Geospatial Profile is critical at this draft stage and before it is submitted to OMB.  
	Suggest requiring federal agencies’ CIOs and GIOs to formally review the profile before submitting to OMB. 


