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1 Clarifications

1.1 Feature Schemas

Q:

Are there existing GML Application schemas for the three different feature types:

A:

There is development of the national draft GML application schema sets which differ from the existing data.  These will be used for transformation/translation which may be on-line or off-line translation from existing data provider to national schema.

Q:

Are they conformant to a particular GML Profile?

A:

Intent is to conform GML Simple Features Profile. Level of conformance is to be determined.
1.2 Databases

Q:

What backend feature database software will need to be supported?

A:

It varies by provider.  A list will be provided.  Variations of WFS configuration: will be WFS on-site at provider either by provider or participant, vs. WFS on site of participant with data provider.  Will provide a chart that provides preliminary indication.

	Data Provider
	Datasets
	Level of Participation
	Use Cases

	StatCan
	Other
	TBD
	1,2,3

	EC
	TBD
	3
	TBD

	Saskachewan
	AB, NRN
	3
	1,3

	Alberta
	AB, NRN, GN
	1
	1,2,3

	Ontario
	GN
	3
	1

	MNRQ
	AB, NRN(?), GN
	1-2
	1,2,3

	New Brunswick
	AB, NRN
	2
	TBD

	Newfoundland & Labrador
	AB, NRN, GN
	3
	1,2

	Nova Scotia
	NRN, GN
	3
	1

	Manitoba
	AB, NRN, GN
	TBD
	TBD

	British Columbia
	AB, NRN, GN
	1
	TBD

	NRCan
	
	GeoBase Portal
	

	NRCan
	
	GeoBase Program
	


* Level of Participation:

Level #1 - No WFS, Data at provincial site 

Level #2 - No WFS, Data at Vendor site 

Level #3 - WFS, Data at provincial site

1.3 Bilingual  Support

Q:

Will there be bilingual data?

A:

CGDI encourages bi-lingual support in particular metadata at Federal level.  Provinces: some have English only, others have French only.  Proposals should consider bi-lingual of interest but not as a focus.  Nice to have but not required.  Pilot is not required to have a bi-lingual user interface, but operational version will need to be.  GML Application Schemas will be in English only.

1.4 Catalog  Support

Q:

Is a catalog a required component?

A:

Yes

1.5 Portal Support

Q:

Where will the Pilot Portal be hosted and why cannot the present Geobase portal be used for this purpose?

A:

The existing Geobase portal is not configured to support the distributed aspect of this Pilot. Hosting for the Pilot Portal is not yet determined.

1.6 OGC Membership

Q:

For respondents who are not presently OGC members, what is the timing of membership application

A:

Application is to be submitted with proposal. Membership will need to be established prior to being invited to the kickoff.

1.7 Procurement

Q:

Is this a competitive procurement?

A:

Yes, the best mix of vendors will be selected to support the various nodes involved in the pilot network. In a Pilot project, the criterion is to provide one node for the network.  It is a competitive selection.  We are seeking a multi-vendor approach for the overall project.

Q:

Will proposals be shared between respondents?

A:

No, proposals will not be shared beyond the team of evaluators. Cooperation between participants will be on the basis of subsequent statements of work (SOW) established with each successful respondent prior to the kickoff.

Q:

Until when will questions be accepted?

A:

Questions will be accepted until April 27th.

Q:

Until when will questions be accepted?

A:

Questions will be accepted until April 27th.

1.8 Selection criteria

Q:

What are the selection criteria and what are their weights in the selection process?

A:

Criteria are listed in the RFQ.  There is no determinative numerical formula.

Q:

What criteria should be emphasized in a proposal?

A:

All criteria are important.

Q:

What is the estimated funding?

A:

The funding budget will not be provided in advance.

Q:

What percentage in-kind contribution will be required?

A:

GeoConnections has a limit of 50% cost sharing (in other words, at most equal to the in-kind contribution value). Cost-sharing arrangements will be made with GeoConnections.

1.9 Coordination

Q:

Given a multivendor environment, how will dependencies be resolved?

A:

Individual participants will be responsible for their specific components in accordance with their contracts. OGC and GeoConnections are responsible for integrating the components based upon open standards.  GeoConnections understands the risk associated with this approach, but are committed to developing such a network of components. Participants are expected to be able to demonstrate their component’s basic functionality, however, by means of test clients, scripts or similar means in accordance with good software engineering practice.

Q:

How will matchmaking between vendors and provinces be accomplished?

A:

GeoConnections in concert with OGC and data providers will be evaluating the proposals and will then themselves engage in a matchmaking process to associate participants with data providers.  This will establish a qualified pool of participants to be aligned as needed with data providers. Flexibility and adherence to standard formats / interfaces are encouraged in proposals in order to make this process as straightforward as possible.

1.10 RFQ Document

Q:

On page 6 of Annex A, the numbering starts back to 1 after increasing all the way to 4. Is this an error in the document or it is done on purpose so that WBS numbering start at 1. We want to be able to cross-reference the WBS number properly in our proposal.?

A:

Please reference the numbering as it exists in the document.

Q:

In section 5.1 of the main RFQ document, you state that our proposal should follow a specific outline. This outline breaks-down the "Proposed contribution" into 4 subsections: Common Architecture, Technical Baseline Maturation, Pilot Reference Implementation, Information Interoperability. In section 5.4 of the same document, the detailed description of the Proposed Contribution section states that we must use the categories described in paragraph 5.4.1 through 5.4.8. The RFQ response template agrees with this paragraph. Should we use the technical volume outline of section 5.1 or the one of section 5.4A:

A:

Please use the proposal template outline but describe your contributions to the four topics of sec. 5.1 in each of these sections as appropriate.

1.11 Use Case #1

Q:

Event #3, is it the author's intention that the end user performs a free text search for feature types stored in the registry?

A:

Yes, it should do a free text search of a reasonable subset of the metadata (e.g. title, abstract, keywords)

Q:

Event #4, we assume a dataset means a collection of one feature type, is this correct?

A:

Yes.

Q:

Event #5, we assume the end user selects one dataset at a time to view its metadata.  Is this correct?

A:

Yes.

Q:

Event #6, we assume it is the end user and not the software that will check whether the data is suitable for the task.  Is this correct?

A:

Yes.

Q:

Event #7 - #10, does "optional" mean optional for the implementers of the client software or optional for the end user?

A:

This is intended to allow some flexibility in the clients proposed.  Ideally all of the options would be implemented..

Q:

Event #8 second bullet, we assume "admin boundary" means a political, electoral, or legal boundary. Is this correct?

A:

Yes.

Q:

Event #8 third bullet, what are NTS lookup service and NTDB mapsheet index?  Please explain.

A:

Please see:

http://geodiscover.cgdi.ca/gdp/search?action=entrySummary&entryType=productCollection&entryId=8147&entryLang=en

http://geodiscover.cgdi.ca/gdp/search?action=entrySummary&entryType=service&entryId=1566&entryLang=en.

Q:

Event #10, the subset of attributes returned must contain all mandatory attributes as specified by the respective GML application schema. The user cannot request any arbitrary subset. Is this correct??

A:

Yes.

Q:

Event #11 and #12, is it the author's intention that the end user makes one WFS query to one WFS service at a time?

A:

Yes.
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