Comments on E17.54.01.1
	Commenter
	Comment
	Comment/How Addressed

	Mahmoud Farha
	Pagination in TOC doesn’t match document.
	Action:  ASTM editorial will handle.

	Jerry L. Legg
	ADMS refers to both “Archived Data Management Subsystem” and “Archived Data Management System”.
	Action: Changed to refer only to “Archived Data Management System”.

	John P. Whitehead
	Why does “National Intelligent Transportation System” reduce to “ITS”?
	It shouldn’t.  This is how it appears in the official Architecture documents.  Action: We have eliminated this acronym reduction.

	
	Appears to have a wider application than just ITS.  Should it be considered an ASTM global standard?
	Reviewer is correct in that the general nature of this standard could apply to information system development of any type.  However, there is enough information in the standard that is specific to ITS to warrant it remaining ITS-specific.  Action:  None.

	Michael Dalgleish
	There could be more detail on data quality metatags, including uncertainty measurements and examples of how the metatag applies to count and WIM data.
	It is the Subcommittee’s intent to keep this standard at a general level in order to get something into practice as quickly as possible.  We do have another standard under development now that is specific to ITS-generated traffic data that is more detailed in nature.  We intend to address the reviewer’s comment in that standard.  Action:  None.

	
	The Guide should have been edited heavily to reduce length, focusing on text that adds real value.
	The Subcommittee wrestled heavily with this issue.  The current text is actually greatly reduced from the original versions.  The reviewer is reacting to the lack of detail in the standard (e.g., a data dictionary, standard quality checks, etc.).  Given the general nature of the standard and its intent to provide guidance, we believe that the length and content is correct.  Basically, what we’re doing at this point is to leave it up to implementers to work out the details, following the guidelines and principles we’ve identified.  More specific standards are planned.  Action:  None.

	
	The title of the Guide should be shortened to “Standard Guide for Archiving ITS Data”
	This item was also discussed directly by the Subcommittee.  While it can be argued that “retrieval” is implied in “archiving”, the Subcommittee felt it was important to state explicitly in the title that retrieval was a key function.  This emphasis is made to underscore to developers the need to ensure the archive is constructed from a users perspective.  Action:  None.  

	J. Rolly Kinney
	The only unique descriptor in the title is “ITS”.  This should be spelled out to aid searching.
	Action:  “ITS” now spelled out in the title.  The acronym “ITS” now specified at the first occurrence.

	Ralph A. Gillmann
	Section 1.1.6:  Add a comment emphasizing that data quality is usually a greater need for archived data than for real-time data.
	Given recent developments related to the so-called national INFOStructure, it appears that quality is being an important aspect of real-time applications as well.  Action:  Added a statement at the end of Section 1.1.6:  In the past, data quality has not been a large concern for ITS operators: their applications only required the identification of major traffic problems.  In contrast, many archived applications require much greater resolution in the quality of the data.  However, as operational applications become more sophisticated, their quality requirements will increase.  Therefore, a focus on providing quality data will enhance both archived and real-time applications of the data. 

	
	Section 3.3.2.4:  The section needs more discussion.   Identify opportunities and challenges for integrating ITS data sources with non-ITS datasets, especially location referencing problems.
	Action:  Added the following discussion as a new section under Section 3.3.3 (“Integrate Selected Other Transportation Data Including Roadside Data Collection”), which we feel was the more appropriate place:  3.3.3.2 Integration of Data from ITS and Non-ITS Sources:  A major use of ITS-generated data is to support existing stakeholder applications that currently rely on their own data sources and information systems.  ITS-generated data can supplement – and sometimes replace – the data in existing information systems that support these applications.  Therefore, integration of ITS-generated data into existing (“legacy”) transportation information systems is a key function of the ADMS.  The integration does not need to take the form of a single integrated system.  Rather, the data in the ADMS should be stored in such a way as to be compatible with existing information systems.  Compatibility of data elements between ITS and non-ITS sources should account for such issues as:  

· Data definitions – existing data elements should be capable of being derived from ITS-generated data, either by adapting similar definitions or by developing standard translations between data elements.

· Location Referencing – it is possible that data from ITS sources are based on different location referencing systems than those used by existing systems.  It may be beyond the scope of the ADMS to reconcile different location referencing systems, but at a minimum ADMS developers should: (1) communicate the discrepancies to personnel responsible for ITS and non-ITS data sources and (2) develop translation schemes to allow existing systems to access ITS-generated data.


	
	3.3.5.2  ADMS Legal Security:  Add the possibility of a private data collector being granted access to public right-of-way.
	Action:  Added the following statement in this section:  

· Data license requirements – to support public-private partnerships for data collection and management (such as granting access to public rights-of-way to a private data collector in exchange for access to the data),
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