Notes From Teleconference 20090519 

Conference Call held on 5/19/2009: 

· Present: 

· Address Standard Working Group (ASWG): Martha Wells, Carl Anderson, Hilary Perkins 

· FGDC: Julie Binder Maitra 

· Census: Randy Fusaro, Anne O'Connor 

The call was requested by the ASWG to discuss a number of questions and procedural issues that had come up over the last few months as the standard is being finalized for review. The agenda outlines these topics. Discussion and action items are shown below each agenda item. 

1. Appendix X: 

· This is the ASWG analysis on our conformance with the Framework Standard and its parts, as well as the complete standards that support the framework. 

· Is this an acceptable format for this review of the Address Standard and the Framework and other standards? 

· Julie had not had time to review this document. She'll provide us with feedback on it. 

· Where we have listed items that need to be discussed with the Maintenance Authorities for various parts/standards, how should this be handled? 

· Areas: Transportation, Boundaries, Cadastral 

· Should ASWG, FGDC, or Census contact Maintenance Authorities or someone else to set up meetings to discuss the issues? 

· Census will set up meetings with Transportation and Cadastral. Randy will discuss internally with Boundaries. 

· FGDC response needed on the items of difference between Address Standard and Base Part (UML, standard format for element names, data dictionary format) 

· Julie and Carl will workout the format/flavor of the UML. Julie will determine whether the element names and data dictionary format are issues that need to be resolved at this point. Randy said that if they do need to have a data dictionary in the FGDC format, she would provide us with assistance in getting that done. 

2. Profiles: We have envisioned submitting 2 profiles: Postal and "NENA" (emergency service dispatching). 

· At present, the Postal profile has been drafted by the ASWG, but we have not reviewed it with the USPS. How should we initiate this discussion? 

· The ASWG should contact the USPS personnel (Clayton Bonnell, and the UPU representative--no longer Ruth Jones) and work with them to review the profile. 

· Ed Wells has been working with the Next-Generation E-911 group at NENA on their standard. The materials on the Address Standard twiki site represents their work in progress to date. It looks, at this point, more like a standard than a profile, and there are a number of items requested by NENA (Sections 0 and 2) which are not part of the profile format. NENA is working towards a standard that is a profile of the FGDC draft standard, as well as the IETF Standard (which is also a draft) for international emergency address use. 

· Appropriateness of including the entire NENA standard (including all their "boiler plate" ) in the profile (questions about their declarations of copyrights, use restrictions, intellectual property rights, and unilateral right to amend are of concern to some of us, since they are not part of the federal standard). Thoughts? 

· Discussion: The whole standard should not be included here, only a discussion of what's limited by or extended by the Address Standard as in the Postal Profile. Also as the NENA standard is not yet adopted, there should not be a profile at this point in time. It can be added at a later date. Julie and Randy wondered about profiling the existing NENA standards, including those that govern the ALI and MSAG files. Martha indicated that she would relay that question to Ed for discussion with NENA in their discussions later this week. Julie indicated that ISO has strict interpretations about using copyrighted material, so that would need to be clearly identified in making a connection between the NENA standard (as a separate document) and the profile and the Address Standard. The sense of the group was that this profile is not timely, if based on a future, and yet incomplete and unapproved document. Julie felt a profile could be added at a later date when it was adopted. 

· Martha to relay this information to Ed Wells for passing along to NENA. 

3. Status Report: 

a. Completion of edits to Address Reference System Elements 

· Expect approximately one week to finalize and review (ASWG: Martha Wells) 

b. Completion of the Address class that encompasses the other address classes 

· As soon as possible (ASWG: Carl Anderson and Ed Wells) 

c. Review of document for internal consistency 

· As soon as possible (ASWG, all) 

d. Meetings/consultations with Maintenance Authorities relative to issues raised in Appendix X 

· To be initiated immediately through Census (Randy Fusaro, Anne O'Connor) 

e. Finalization of content of 2 profiles 

· Work with Postal Service to get agreement on their profile. Hold off on NENA profile until NENA has finalized and adopted their standard. (ASWG: Ed Wells, Martha Wells) 

f. Proofreading and formatting per FGDC guidelines (received from Randy yesterday) 

· Joint effort: ASWG: Hilary Perkins, Census: Randy Fusaro and Anne O'Connor, FGDC: Julie Maitra 

4. Social, Cultural and Demographic Subcommittee Meeting in June 

a. Presentation from ASWG: What do you want? Date/time? 

· Meeting: June 16, Tuesday. 9-12 a.m. Commerce Building in DC (room to be announced) 

· Randy will work with Martha and ASWG on presentation content. Some focus on how we fit into framework picture, and on need by Homeland Security/DOD for address information 

· SCD will recommend forwarding draft to FGDC Standards Committee for internal review. Should be ready, therefore, for public scrutiny. 

5. Other issues 

· None 

