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	BR
	
	Entire document
	ge
	BR agrees that the DQ Checklist will contribute to the adequacy and harmonization of the data for S-100 product specifications.
	No further comments are needed.
	Noted.

	
	BR
	
	Entire document
	ge
	It would be beneficial if S-100 product specifications incorporate more examples than those presented at S-100.
	By doing so, product specifications would be more palatable to non-UML experts, enabling it to receive more feedback.
	Feedback will be forwarded to S-100WG. See also existing examples in S-58 documentation.

	
	CA 
	Eivind Mong
	Entire document
	ge
	S-124CG invite DQWG to insert wording into the Data Quality Checklist that clarify it as guidance.
	The Data Quality checklist provides recommendations, not requirements. Its objective is to facilitate to ensure that the data quality aspects are addressed in an appropriate and harmonized way for all S-100 based product specifications.
	The status of the DQ Checklist will be discussed at HSSC-10 and modified accordingly.

	
	CA
	Andrew Leyzack
	Entire document
	ge
	If adopted, we believe the Checklist will serve as a useful guidance for those developing product 

specifications under S-100.
	No change required.
	Noted.

	
	NO
	
	Entire document
	ge
	The checklist is well-structured, understandable, contains necessary references and illustrations and 

provides key information for product specification developers.
	No changes or corrections needed.
	Noted.

	
	US
	
	Entire document
	ge
	Need consistency throughout document when mentioning the S-100 Universal Hydrographic Data 

Model.
	For example, when providing which Part, it usually follows by the name of the chapter (part 10 - 

Encoding Formats), but fails to do so in the logical consistency (part 1).  Choose whether or not to 

capitalize P in Part
	Accepted, to be checked in S-97.

	
	PRIMAR
	
	Page 2
	ed
	Under papagraph Definitions, make text more readible.
	Create a bullited list.
	Accepted

	
	US
	
	Page 2
	ed
	Definitions - recommend bolding or bulleting the key words/phrases being defined. 
	This would then be in line with the description of data quality measures.
	Accepted.

	
	US
	
	Page 2
	ed
	Hyperlinking the bulleted list
	May help navigate the document more easily.
	Will be done in final version.

	
	US
	
	Page 3
	ed
	Quantative
	Quantitative
	Accepted

	
	US
	
	Page 4
	ge
	Logical consistency, positional accuracy, thematic accuracy, temporal quality are mentioned in 

the Feature Catalogue, but are not found.
	If it's under another name, specify.  For example, Absolute Accuracy is DQ_AbsoluteExternalPositionalAccuracy.
	Domain consistency is described in the Feature Catalogue, the other items are explained in other parts of S-100.

	
	PRIMAR
	
	Page 6
	ed
	Part 4c – Metadata – Data Quality
	Change to Appendix 4c-C, Hydrographic Quality Metadata Attribute Definitions
	Accepted

	
	US
	
	Page 7
	ed
	For example
	which include but are not limited to
	Accepted

	
	US
	
	Page 11
	ed
	Spelling mistake: quarantee
	Change to guarantee
	Accepted

	
	UK
	
	Page 11
	ed
	Incorrect spelling: form
	Change to: from
	Accepted

	
	FR
	
	Page 13
	te
	Some data quality elements must be mandatory for all WG
	So the note 

"WG to decide which are applicable for their PS" may be change.
	Changed to: as deemed necessary by the IHO – Standards and Services Committee

	
	US
	
	Page 14-15
	ed
	correctness to be capitalized.
	Change to Correctness
	Accepted

	
	BR
	
	Several pages
	te
	Use the word uncertainty.
	As described in S-44
	ISO19157 describes quality measures for positional uncertainty as a “name” and accuracy as an “element”. For example the mean value of positional uncertainties (name) with absolute or external accuracy (element) and mean value of the positional uncertainties for a set of positions where the positional uncertainties are defined as the distance between a measured position and what is considered as the corresponding true position (definition).

The mixture of the words uncertainty and accuracy is addressed at HSSC-10 and also a task within DQWG.
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CO = Contributing Organisation (HOs should use 2 character codes e.g. FR AU etc.)

2
Type of comment:
ge = general
te = technical 
ed = editorial

3     Whilst not compulsory, comments are more likely to be accepted if accompanied by a proposed change. 
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