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Content or Objective Comments

	Section ES pg 2
¶ 6

	Comment
The statement that geospatial programs are mostly elective and opportunity-driven is based on supposition and not a review of geospatial activities.  Many geospatial programs are not elective such as modernization of USGS quad sheets and many are derived from demands of other activities such as regulatory requirements surrounding hazardous waste.
	Proposed Resolution

Remove sentence

	1.3 # 4.
	ISO should read ISO TC211
	ISO TC 211

	2.2 ¶ 2
	Geospatial Services include building data.
	‘Geospatial services are processes that build, manage, transform or present geospatial information to users.’

	3.2
1.a
	What may be implied but should be called out is that Geospatial FEA Profile’s goal is to ensure the successful utilization of geospatial technologies to meet both the Mission and Business results desired.  Successfully implementing geospatial polices, standards and guidance is not the end in themselves.  Make successful geospatial implementation the first target.  The second target would be defining policies, standards and guidance/best practices to meet the first objective.    Success would be seen as the driving force for the ‘governance’ of GeoFEA.    Risk management to ensure successful geospatial implementation would include deciding how to adopt rapidly changing technology into GeoFEA, how to ensure best of breed is available for use, deciding which standards are mature and proven and when are they ready to be deployed into GeoFEA, managing standards retire as technology evolves.  (For example currently GeoFEA calls for use of SOA, but Service Oriented Architecture Standards call for use of SOAP whereas today the OGC specifications are HTTP based).  The governance of GeoFEA is a critical function to ensure successful geospatial implementations. 
	Basic business function “Implement Geospatial Services’ should read “Successfully Implement Geospatial Services”.  Move this to first function mentioned.  Under 1.a. add ‘How will the agency measure the usefulness of geospatial standards and when should they be adopted and retired’. 

	5
	While this section contains much good information more is needed to portray a Geospatial Data Reference model. 
	Add information about  basic geographic structures: types of coverages, types of vector information; geometry, CRS, etc; Content description models (information community models)  data formats,  service structures, etc.

	7.1.4
	The organization is confusing it defines Data Interchange as “the method in which data is transferred AND represented in and between software applications”. But then only has Data Exchange (concerned with the transmission of data over a communications network) as the only sub section then mixes WFS, GML, SDTS and leaves out ISO 19107 etc. It should have a section for standards that define basic structures (ISO 19107, SDTS, etc. 

	Reorganize into two sections one for data transfer and one for representation and move standards to appropriate sections. Or move the SDTS group and add ISO 19107 and perhaps others to a Geospatial Data Types section.

A better resolution would be to reorganize the entire section 7 to address the Functional areas of geospatial standardization.

1. Basic Geographic Structures (semantic interoperability)

· SDTS, ISO Spatial Schema, Coordinate Ref Systems standards

2. Content Description (semantic interoperability)

· FACC, SDSFIE, Standardized Data Models

· ISO Feature Catalog Methodology , UML, Application schema, FGDC Metadata, ISO Metadata

3. Data Management (semantic and technical) 

· OGC Simple Features

4. Data Formats (technical interoperability)

· VPF, OGC GML

5. Visualization (semantic and technical) 

· SLD, MIL-STD 2525 

6. Web Services (technical interoperability)

· OGC/W3C Catalog and Web Services

· ISO Feature Catalog Methodology , UML, Application schema, FGDC Metadata, ISO Metadata

7. Data Management (semantic and technical) 

· OGC Simple Features

8. Data Formats (technical interoperability)

· VPF, OGC GML

9. Visualization (semantic and technical) 

· SLD, MIL-STD 2525 

10. Web Services (technical interoperability)

OGC/W3C Catalog and Web Services

	7.1.4.2
	OGC WFS is an OGC specification and is not an ISO standard yet
	Remove ISO 19142

	7.1.4.2
	OGC Filter encoding specification is not an ISO Standard
	Remove ISO 19143

	7.1.5.1
	No one uses Simple Feature CORBA should it really be included here?
	Remove: Simple Features for CORBA version 1.0

http://portal.opengeospatial.org/files/?artifact_id=834

This specification describes a CORBA implementation of Simple

Features.

	7.1.5.2
	ISO 19115-2 is not an ISO standard
	Remove: ISO Geographic information -- Metadata -- Part 2: Extensions for imagery and gridded data (ISO 19115-2) and subsequent bulleted items following

	7.1.5.2
	OGC WMS 1.1.1 is the de facto OGC map service specification. Apart from popular and widespread implementation, this spec (wms 1.1.1) also allows the use/implementation of the SLD specification for user defined symbolization and has a compliancy test.
	Add reference to OGC WMS 1.1.1

	7.1.5.3 Service Description 2nd paragraph
	Confusing description
	Re write first three sentences: WSDL and http get/post are two methods of describing service bindings. The http GetCapabilities operation provides the calling application with more detailed…

	7.1.5.3 Relevant Standards
	OGC ORM is not a standard. It provides an overview of the OGC baseline, and an understanding of the OGC process. OGC adopted baseline contains documents that are not relevant to the FEA and documents that are not standards. This Geospatial Profile IS a Reference Model and pointing to another that is partially relevant is confusing. You could point to the specific standards in the OGC ORM but they should already be listed in this RM
	Remove

	7.1.5.3 Relevant Standards
	OWS Common: This specification is really unusable until the other OGC W*S specifications are rewritten to use it or new specifications are developed that use it.  It is essentially an RM.
	Remove and add in relevant service description specifications like WMS, WFS, WCS referencing back to definitions in other sections. 

	7.1.5.4
	ISO 19142-3 are not ISO standards
	Remove references to these two documents (leave references to OGC WFS and Filter)

	Annex G, Page 136
	Annex header missing
	Add: Appendix G Geospatial Standards List

	Annex G, Page 136
	This annex lists items that are not standards (or specifications), or standards that are not directly implementable and would/could not apply to an agency’s technical architecture 
	Remove: ORM, OWS Services Common, Sensor Collection Service, Gazetteer, Geoparser, XML for Image and Map Annotation, Web Terrain Service, Web 3D Service, ISO 19104, ISO 19105, ISO 19115-2, ISO 19129, ISO 19130-ISO 19143, ISO 19126, ISO 19118 & ISO 19131 (Second occurrence), 

Add: OGC WMS 1.1.1

	Annex G, Page 151
	Incorrect description for MIL-STD2401, MIL-STD 600001, DGIWG Feature Data Dictionary
	MIL_STD 2401 = DoD Standard Practice, World Geodetic System (WGS 84; MIL-STD-600001 = 'Mapping, Charting and Geodesy Accuracy; DGIWG Feature Data Dictionary = a dictionary used by the DGIWG community to characterize aspects of real world phenomena


Grammar, Typos, Admin Comments

	Section #
	Comment
	Proposed Resolution

	Entire 

Document
	Suggest using numbering of each line for future reference and citation.
	Number lines.

	General
	Specific paragraphs are required to be referencable if the  document is to be used as a reference document 
	Add clause number to every paragraph

	2.2 ¶ 1

Line 6
	geospatia l queries
	geospatial queries

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


