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	SEQ
#
	Cmnt
ID
	See
Also
	
Severity
	
Reference
	
Description
	Addressed By

	JTC1/SC32 N1173 CD 20944-81

	
	CAN-P81-001
	CAN-P40-001
	0-General
	00-All
	Progression of work:

It is important to harmonize the many parts of 20944.  The concept of the "release sequence" that the editor is using to show which versions of which parts are harmonized is of great value, but is of use only as long as the editor has the freedom to make changes across all parts.

Proposed Solution

We should plan to progress as many parts as possible simultaneously.  Before any part is allowed to progress to FCD, we should be confident that its content is sufficient to meet the needs of other parts that are less advanced in the standards process.  In particular, Part 2, the Common Vocabulary needs to be finalized first in order to be referenced, but last in order to be as complete as possible, which requires that parts progress, as much as possible, simultaneously.
	See resolution of corresponding Canadian comments in Part 03.

	
	CAN-P81-002
	
	1-Major Technical
	00-All
	ISO/IEC 20944 and ISO/IEC 11179 each provide features that are largely orthogonal to each other.  Where these features intersect, we must ensure consistency and harmony.  This is particularly important in this part.
Proposed Solution

Each aspect of 20944 must be considered in the context of 11179, especially part 3, such that 20944 fully supports and is consistent with 11179.
	See resolution of corresponding Canadian comments in Part 03.

	
	CAN-P81-003
	
	1-Major Technical
	00-Introduction

02-Normative references

06-All
	In the Figure in the Introduction, part 81 is shown as dependent on part 80, but there is no normative reference to part 80 in clause 2, and no reference to part 80 in subsequent clauses.

Proposed Solution

1. Add the normative reference in clause 2

2. Explain the dependency in clause 6.
	Agree.

	
	CAN-P81-004
	
	3-Major Editorial
	03-Terms and Definitions
	The preamble to clause 3 states: "For  the purposes of this document, the terms, abbreviations and definitions given in Part 02 and the following apply."

The terms that are then listed are all taken from TR 10000-1, but they are also listed in part 02.  The above phraseology is therefore inappropriate. 

Also, all terms from 20944-02  that are used in this part should be listed in clause 3.  

Proposed Solution

1) Add any terms from 20944-02 that are used but not currently listed.

2) Change the preamble to read: 

"For  the purposes of this document, the following terms, abbreviations and definitions apply.  All terms, abbreviations and definitions used within the 20944 family of standards are consolidate in part 02 for ease of reference."
	See resolution of corresponding Canadian comments in Part 03.

	
	CAN-P81-005
	
	1-Major Technical
	04-Value space

05-Available designations
	The distinction between possible designations and available designations needs to be clarified.

Proposed Solution

1. Change the title of Clause 4 to "designation value space", which is a defined term in 20944-02 3.20.11.1.

2. Incorporate the definitions of "designation value space" and "available designation" as explanatory text in clauses 4 and 5.

3. Since these clause are so small and are closely related, consider combining them into one clause 'Designations', with two sub-clauses.

4. Clarify whether these designations refer to those used in the standard (i.e. the designations of the metamodel) or to the content of the registry, or both.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-006
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-01-01
	In the list of Mandatory top level identifiers, "representation_class" should be "representation_class_class".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-007
	CAN-P81-011

CAN-P81-029

CAN-P81-038

CAN-P81-044

CAN-P81-050

CAN-P81-059

CAN-P81-065

CAN-P81-071

CAN-P81-088

CAN-P81-097

CAN-P81-104

CAN-P81-114

CAN-P81-121

CAN-P81-129

CAN-P81-135

CAN-P81-141
	2-Minor Technical
	10-01-02
	Remove "administered_item_relationship_class" from the list of Optional top level identifiers.  This is a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect it in edition 3, it does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-008
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-01-02
	Remove "conceptual_domain_class" from the list of Optional top level identifiers.  It is already included in the list of Mandatory top level identifiers.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-009
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-01-02
	Add "classification_scheme_item_relationship_class" to the list of Optional top level identifiers.  (This is in Figure 7 of 11179-3.)
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-010
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-01-02
	Remove "data_element_derivation_rule_class" from the list of Optional top level identifiers.  The correct name is "derivation_rule_class" and this is already included in the list of Mandatory top level identifiers.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-011
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-01
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.1. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-012
	CAN-P81-030

CAN-P81-039

CAN-P81-045

CAN-P81-051

CAN-P81-060

CAN-P81-066

CAN-P81-072

CAN-P81-089

CAN-P81-098

CAN-P81-105

CAN-P81-115

CAN-P81-122

CAN-P81-130

CAN-P81-136

CAN-P81-142
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-01
	In 10.2.1, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-013
	CAN-P81-031

CAN-P81-040

CAN-P81-046

CAN-P81-052

CAN-P81-061

CAN-P81-067

CAN-P81-073

CAN-P81-090

CAN-P81-099

CAN-P81-106

CAN-P81-116

CAN-P81-123

CAN-P81-131

CAN-P81-137

CAN-P81-143
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-01
	The modeling of "Stewardship" in 11179-3:2003 is awkward, and results in a correspondlingly awkard representation in 20944-81 10.2.1 as:

administered_by_relation.#index._relation.stewardship_contact

We should review whether either or both should be modified.

Also, compare 10.2.5 stewardship class.

Proposed Solution

Replace administered_by_relation.#index. _relation. stewardship_contact by administered_by_relation. #index. _relation.stewardship
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-014
	CAN-P81-032

CAN-P81-041

CAN-P81-047

CAN-P81-053

CAN-P81-062

CAN-P81-068

CAN-P81-074

CAN-P81-091

CAN-P81-100

CAN-P81-107

CAN-P81-117

CAN-P81-124

CAN-P81-132

CAN-P81-138

CAN-P81-144
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-01
	The modeling of "Submission" in 11179-3:2003 is awkward, and results in a correspondlingly awkard representation in 20944-81 10.2.1 as:

administered_by_relation.#index._relation.submission_contact

We should review whether either or both should be modified.

Also, compare 10.2.6 submission class. 

Proposed Solution

Replace administered_by_relation.#index._relation. submission_contact by administered_by_relation.#index. _relation.submission
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-015
	CAN-P81-033

CAN-P81-042

CAN-P81-048

CAN-P81-054

CAN-P81-063

CAN-P81-069

CAN-P81-075

CAN-P81-092

CAN-P81-101

CAN-P81-108

CAN-P81-118

CAN-P81-125

CAN-P81-133

CAN-P81-139

CAN-P81-145
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-01
	The modeling of "Terminological_Entry" in 11179-3:2003 is awkward, and results in a correspondlingly awkard representation in 20944-81 10.2.1 as:

having_relation.#index._relation. terminological_entry_ languages. #index

We should review whether either or both should be modified.

Also, compare 10.2.14 Terminology entry class.

An Administered Item, may have multiple Terminological Entries, which in turn may each have multiple language sections.

Proposed Solution

Replace "having_relation.#index._relation.terminological_ entry_languages.#index" by 

"having_relation. #index._relation.terminological_entry. #index"
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-016
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-02
	In 10.2.2, "documentation_language" should be "documentation_language_identifier".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-017
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-02
	In 10.2.2, "represented_by_relation" needs the suffix: ".#index" since a Registration Authority may be represented by multiple Registrars.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-018
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-03
	In 10.2.3, "documentation_language" should be "documentation_language_identifier".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-019
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-03
	In 10.2.3, "represented_by_relation" needs the suffix: ".#index" since a Registration Authority may be represented by multiple Registrars.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-020
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-03
	In 10.2.3, "organizational_name" should be "organization_name".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-021
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-03
	In 10.2.3, "organizational_mail_address" should be "organization_mail_address".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-022
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-04
	10.2.4 is misnamed as 'Administered item class' (which is already documented in 10.2.1), while the clause content suggests it is supposed to be 'Administered item relationships class', which no longer exists in the model.

Proposed Solution

Delete sub-clause 10.2.4.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-023
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-07
	In 10.2.7, remove "// optional" from registrar_represents_relation since the relationship is mandatory
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-024
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-07
	Add "registrar_contact" to 10.2.7.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-025
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-08
	In 10.2.8, reference_document_language.#index should be reference_document_language_identifier.#index
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-026
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-09
	In 10.2.9, "organizational_identifier" should be "organization_identifier".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-027
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-09
	In 10.2.9, "organizational_part_identifier" should be "organization_part_identifier".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-028
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-13
	In 10.2.13, "unit_date" should be "until_date", and "effective_date" is missing and should be added.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-029
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-15
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.15. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-030
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-15
	In 10.2.15, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-031
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-15
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.15.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-032
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-15
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.15.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-033
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-15
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.15.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-034
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-15
	Remove "context_administration_record" from 10.2.15.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-035
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-16
	"language_section_identifier" should be "language_section_language_identifier".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-036
	CAN-P81-037
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-17
	"specifically_using_relation" should be "specifically_referencing_relation"
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-037
	CAN-P81-036
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-18
	"specifically_referencing_relation" should be "specifically_using_relation" 
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-038
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-19
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.19. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-039
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-19
	In 10.2.19, "registered_by_relation" does not require the '.#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-040
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-19
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.19.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-041
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-19
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.19.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-042
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-19
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.19.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-043
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-19
	Remove "classification_scheme_administration_record" from 10.2.19.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-044
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.21. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-045
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	In 10.2.21, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-046
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.21.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-047
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.21.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-048
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.21.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-049
	CAN-P81-056
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	The relationship with Data Element Concept shown as:

"having_relation.#index"
should be: "specifying_relation.#index"
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-050
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.22. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-051
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	In 10.2.22, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-052
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.22.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-053
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.22.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-054
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.22.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-055
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	Remove "data_element_concept_administration_record" from 10.2.22.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-056
	CAN-P81-049
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	The relationship with Conceptual Domain shown as: specifying_relation should be: having_relation
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-057
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	The relationship with Data Element shown as:  expressed_by_relation requires the suffix ".#index"
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-058
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-22
	The 'related to ' relationships are missing.  

Proposed Solution

Add:

related_to_relation.#index

related_to_relation.#index._relation.data_element_concept_relationship_type _description

How do we represent the inverse relationship?
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-059
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-23
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.23. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-060
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-23
	In 10.2.23, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-061
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-23
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.23.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-062
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-23
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.23.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-063
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-23
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.23.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-064
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-23
	Remove "property_administration_record" from 10.2.23.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-065
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-24
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.24. These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-066
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-24
	In 10.2.24, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-067
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-24
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.24.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-068
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-24
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.24.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-069
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-24
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.24.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-070
	CAN-P81-076
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-24
	Remove "object_class_administration_record" from 10.2.24.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-071
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.25 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-072
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	In 10.2.25 "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-073
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.25.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-074
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-075
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-076
	CAN-P81-070
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Remove "object_class_administration_record" from 10.2.25.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-077
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Remove using_relation.#index._relation.associates_relation. #index from 10.2.25.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-078
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Remove using_relation.#index._relation.associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_using _relation. #index._relation.description from 10.2.25.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-079
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Remove the second .#index from

using_relation.#index._relation.registered_by_relation.#index
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-080
	CAN-P81-090
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-090 to the "using relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-081
	CAN-P81-091
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-091 to the "using relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-082
	CAN-P81-092
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-092 to the "using relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-083
	CAN-P81-093
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-093 to the "using relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-084
	CAN-P81-090
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-090 to the "used in relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-085
	CAN-P81-091
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-091 to the "used in relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-086
	CAN-P81-092
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-092 to the "used in relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-087
	CAN-P81-093
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-25
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-093 to the "used in relation" in 10.2.25
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-088
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-26
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.26 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-089
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-26
	In 10.2.26, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-090
	CAN-P81-013

CAN-P81-080

CAN-P81-084
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-26
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.26.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-091
	CAN-P81-014

CAN-P81-081

CAN-P81-085
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-26
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.26
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-092
	CAN-P81-015

CAN-P81-082

CAN-P81-086
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-26
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.26
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-093
	CAN-P81-083

CAN-P81-087
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-26
	Remove "object_class_administration_record" from 10.2.26.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-094
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-27
	10.2.27 is a duplicate of 10.2.21.

Proposed Solution

Delete 10.2.27
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-095
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21

10-02-27
	Move "dimensionality" from 10.2.27 to 10.2.21
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-096
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-21
	The 'related to ' relationships are missing.  

Proposed Solution

Add:

related_to_relation.#index

related_to_relation.#index._relation.data_element_concept_relationship_type _description

How do we represent the inverse relationship?
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-097
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-28
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.28 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-098
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-28
	In 10.2.28, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-099
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-28
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.28.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-100
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-28
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.28
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-101
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-28
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.28
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-102
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-28
	Remove "conceptual_domain_administration_record" from 10.2.28.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-103
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-29
	In 10.2.29, "used_in_relation" requires the suffix ".#index".
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-104
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.31 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-105
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	In 10.2.31, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-106
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.31.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-107
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.31
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-108
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.31
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-109
	CAN-P81-119

CAN-P81-126
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	Remove "value_domain_administration_record" from 10.2.31.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-110
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	"value_domain_minimum_character_quantity" should be value_domain_maximum_character_quantity
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-111
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	"value_domain_data_format" should be "value_domain_format" (for consistency with 11179-3:2003 with COR1).
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-112
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	"typed_by_relation" should be shown as optional.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-113
	CAN-P81-120
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-31
	"representing_by_data_element_relation" should be "represented_by_data_element_relation" and should be optional.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-114
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.32 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-115
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	In 10.2.32, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-116
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.32.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-117
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.32
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-118
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.32
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-119
	CAN-P81-109
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	Remove "value_domain_administration_record" from 10.2.32.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-120
	CAN-P81-113
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-32
	"representing_by_data_element_relation" should be "represented_by_data_element_relation" and should be optional.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-121
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.33 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-122
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	In 10.2.33, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-123
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.33.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-124
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.33
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-125
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.33
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-126
	CAN-P81-109
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	Remove "value_domain_administration_record" from 10.2.33.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-127
	CAN-P81-113
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	"representing_by_data_element_relation" should be "represented_by_data_element_relation" and should be optional.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-128
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-33
	Add:

non_enumerated_value_domain_description
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-129
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-34
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.34 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-130
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-34
	In 10.2.34, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-131
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-34
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.34.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-132
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-34
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.34
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-133
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-34
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.34
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-134
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-34
	Remove "conceptual_domain_administration_record" from 10.2.34.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-135
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-35
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.35 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-136
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-35
	In 10.2.35, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-137
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-35
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.35.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-138
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-35
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.35
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-139
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-35
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.35
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-140
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-35
	Remove "representation_class_administration_record" from 10.2.35.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-141
	CAN-P81-007
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	Remove "associates_relation.#index" and "associates_relation. #index._relation.administered_item_relationship_type_ description" from 10.2.38 These are a relic of an earlier draft of 11179-3.  While we might resurrect them in edition 3, they does not exist in the final version of edition 2.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-142
	CAN-P81-012
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	In 10.2.38, "registered_by_relation" does not require the ".#index", since there can only be one associated Registration Authority.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-143
	CAN-P81-013
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-013 to 10.2.38.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-144
	CAN-P81-014
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-014 to 10.2.38
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-145
	CAN-P81-015
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	Apply the resolution of CAN-P81-015 to 10.2.38
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-146
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	Remove "data_element_administration_record" from 10.2.38.  This no longer exists in 11179-3:2003 with COR1.  It was a duplication of administered_item_administration_record.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-147
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	typed_by_relation should be optional
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-148
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	exemplified_by_relation.#index should be optional
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-149
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-38
	derived_from_relation.#index should be optional
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-150
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-39
	Add:

exemplifying_relation
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-151
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-40
	Add:

deriving_relation
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-152
	
	2-Minor Technical
	10-02-41
	Replace derivation_rule_administration_record by the inherited attributes and relationships from Administered Item. Derivation Rule was made a sub-type of Administered Item by Technical Corrigendum 1 (COR1).
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-153
	
	3-Major Editorial
	11
	Clause 11 is redundant and should be deleted, and subsequent clause renumbered.
	Agree

	
	CAN-P81-154
	
	3-Major Editorial
	13
	The examples should be supplied before the next ballot of this part.
	Agree


UNITED STATES

	
	US-001
	Scope,
Introduction
	
	ge
	Scope and introduction to each of the parts is too general.  There is no apparent connection of the parts of this project to ISO/IEC 11179.  Goal is to provide details for what to implement, not how.
	Insert sentence or two in scope relating project to ISO/IEC 11179.  For instance "This and all the other parts of ISO/IEC 20944 describe APIs, codings, and bindings for interacting with a ISO/IEC 11179 metadata registry (MDR)."

Insert sentence in scopes that 20944 provides details of what to implement.

Insert paragraph in introduction to each part describing how the project relates to ISO/IEC 11179.  In addition to statements added to the scope, see above, semantic interoperability needs to be addressed.
	See resolution of corresponding US comments in Part 03.

	
	US-002
	
	
	ge
	The presentation is difficult to follow, and with so many parts, it is very hard to understand the whole standard.
	Include more explanatory text along with the technical specification.  Examples and Notes help make the text more understandable.   Add annex for annotated examples.
	See resolution of corresponding US comments in Part 03.

	
	US-003
	
	
	ed
	20944-2 provides all the terms used in the rest of the standard.  References to those terms when used in other parts are not provided.
	Insert references to all terms used in any part to their definitions in Part 2.  Include an indicator (i.e., angle brackets around appropriate context) if a term is defined multiple times in Part 2.
	See resolution of corresponding US comments in Part 03.

	
	US-004
	Clause 2 of all parts
	
	te
	No normative reference to ISO/IEC 11179 is given.  Since the 20944 project is in the 11179 family of standards, explicit reference to 11179 is required, as necessary.
	Provide normative references to ISO/IEC 11179.
	See resolution of corresponding US comments in Part 03.

	
	US-005
	
	
	ed
	Reference to 11179 is not made in the text.  There is a nice example related to 11179 in Part 1, but not elsewhere.
	Establish links through examples in all the parts to ISO/IEC 11179.
	See resolution of corresponding US comments in Part 03.

	
	US-006
	Scope & Normative References
	
	ed
	The reference to ISO/IEC 11179-5 (proposal), Information technology — Metadata Registries (MDR) — Part 5: Requirements and recommendations for designation conventions” is premature
	
	Agree

	
	US-007
	4
	
	ed
	The clause title “Value space” is more general than the text
	Use “Value space of designations”
	Agree


