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Status update

Updates and news on INSPIRE artefacts
Open actions on GitHub issues

Overview of new change proposals to be voted on:

Technical Guidance: #199
Registry content: #109, #114
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https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/technical-guidelines/issues/199
https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/helpdesk-registry/issues/109
https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/helpdesk-registry/issues/114

Updates and news on INSPIRE artefacts

The next release, 2025.2, is due by July 31, 2025.

Technical guidelines/Application schemas/UML

There will be no release for these artefacts since all related change proposals,
Including those up for voting today, have an impact on IR.

Registry:
change proposals endorsed by the MIG by 31/07/2025
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pen actions on GitHub issues

TG: #172: View Services TG - Deprecate WMS 1.1.1 - Closed (i.e. change proposal
not brought forward) due to lack of feedback

View Services TG - Deprecate WMS 1.1.1 #172
i1 =17

2

MarcoMinghini opened on May 2, 2024 Member

Change proposal description

This change proposal aims at deprecating the use of WMS 1.1.1 to provide INSPIRE View Services.

Addressed TG

View Services TG

Location

All occurrences of WMS 1.1.1 in the View Service TG should be removed, thus leaving WMS 1.3.0 as the only WMS version allowed. A
commit showing the exact sections to be removed is available here; in addition, Annex A and Annex B should be completely
removed.

Issue faced

WMS 1.1.1 is an old standard, published by the OGC in 2002 and then scon (2006) updated with WMS 1.3.0. As such, it is currently
rarely used in INSPIRE, since almost all WMS software implementations provide support for version 1.3.0 by default. In addition, the
View Services TG (drafted more than ten years aga), while still allowing the use of WMS 1.1.1, already recommended the use of WMS
1.3.0. Finally, in constrast to WMS 1.3.0 which uses XML Schema, WMS 1.1.1 uses Document Type Definition (DTD) and DOCTYPE,
which should not be allowed for security reasons (see here). See also a discussion about WMS 1.1.1 support in the ETF (on which the
INSPIRE Reference Validator is based) here.

Proposed solution

Remaove all occurrences of WMS 1.1.1 in the View Service TG.
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https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/technical-guidelines/issues/172

Change proposals to TGs

The following change proposal has been reviewed by Sub-group 2.3.1, which has
decided to forward it directly to the MIG-T for a final decision:

[] Open 1 Closed O Author - Labels -~ Projects -

| | (& Adding <feature type='Pumping Station’ as a generalization from
<featureType="ManMadeObject’ in Annex | Hydrography — Hydro — Physical Waters

#199 . marloesschiereck opened on Feb 25

https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/technical-
guidelines/issues?q=is%3Aissue+is%3Aopen+label%3A%22for+INSPIRE+MIG-T%22
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https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/technical-guidelines/issues?q=is%3Aissue+is%3Aopen+label%3A%22for+INSPIRE+MIG-T%22
https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/technical-guidelines/issues?q=is%3Aissue+is%3Aopen+label%3A%22for+INSPIRE+MIG-T%22

TG change proposal #199

#199 - Adding <feature type> ‘Pumping Station’ as a generalization from
<featureType>’'ManMadeObject’ in Annex | Hydrography — Hydro — Physical Waters

The Netherlands have different types of

pumping stations:
Sewer pumping station and pumping stations for
drinking water > US

Surface water pumping station used in
watermanagement processes - no US

This type of pumping station is considered a “man-
made object” and a hydro object - should be HY

B.3.1.3.5. Polders

Polders and other low-lying areas within dikes or subunits of polders are also considered catchments in this data
specification. There is however one major difference between 'regular' catchments and polders; i.e. the polder is a type of
catchment where the water cannot flow out of it by gravity but needs to be pumped whilst other catchments can be
determined based on elevation differences and have a single flow direction within the catchment.

Figure 33 -Modelling of a polder and associated physical waters / related objects

It was decided not to model 'inflow' points into polders because this inflow would be artificial (opening of sluice gates etc).
The outflow point of a polder is / are one or more pumping stations.

European
Commission



https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/technical-guidelines/issues/199

TG change proposal #199

Proposed solution:

«featureTypes» «featureType» «featureType»
Embankment Ford Lock
Add a feature type ‘PumpingStation’ or
‘SurfaceWaterPumpingStation’ as a generalization from feature \ 47 / —e
e -
I 1 ¢ H ’o o ’ «featureTypes
type ManMadeObiject (like ‘Sluice’, ‘Lock’. ‘Embankment’....) bkt /
R e f erences: : :::z'lrgflg:elt::?g'gikesolunon [0..1]
For the record: we have over 8000 surface water pumping stations in the wa;ﬁlfﬁlfm':?n DateTime q\ .
Netherlands to control our water system and polders we would like to share on a ; ";":’:“"‘“"e“m Do DamOrWeir
Euro pean level. + wc,onadmon: ConditionOfFacilityvalue
+ geomelry: GM_Primitive
«featureType» «featureType»
Crossing ShorelineConstruction

«voidable»
+ type: CrossingTypeValue

Change proposer
Dutch Waterboard Organisation (het Waterschapshuis), Dutch Water
Information Centre (Informatiehuis Water), Geonovum
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TG change proposal #199

Comments:

at the time of drafting the HY data specification, there was already some discussion as to whether the Hydro-

Physical Waters model should include the 'PumpingStation’ feature type - see the 'PumpingStation’ entry in the

placeholder table in 'Section B.4.5. Placeholder' - and in the end, it was decided not to include it.

For the Hydrography the following placeholders were identified. Furthermore a
number of featuretypes were identified that thematically belong to Hydrography but
that could be of use (as a 'category A' placeholder from Hydrography for themes in
Annex II/III.

FeatureType HY

Placeholder 'A’

Placeholder 'B'

RelatedThemes not A/B

Remarks

PumpingStation

Utility and
Governmental
Services

Buildings

Whether this is part of this theme is uncertain,
but if included further attributes are expected.
Kept as placeholder to prevent inclusion in the
IR when changes may still occur. Can be
pushed back to Hydrography by Utility and
Governmental Services.
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Change proposals to Reqgistry content

The following change proposals have been approved by Sub-group 2.3.1.:

| | Open 2 Closed 0 Author - Labels - Projects - Milestones - Assignees - Types -

] ® Incorrect Application Schema ' change proposal  (EIIIIE A1)
#1009 . gvaltat opened on Dec 3, 2024

(1

| | &) Incorred value for OGC API-Features in metadata-codelist/ProtocolValue ' change proposal

#1174 . idevisser opened on May 1

I e

https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/helpdesk-
registry/issues?q=is%3Aissue%20state%3Aopen%20label%3A%22for%20INSPIRE%20MIG-T%22
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https://github.com/INSPIRE-MIF/helpdesk-registry/issues?q=is%3Aissue%20state%3Aopen%20label%3A%22for%20INSPIRE%20MIG-T%22
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Registry content change proposal #109

Incorrect Application Schema #7109

Motivation

Wrong application Scheme
assigned to a codelist.

Current: Railway Transport Network

Correct: Road Transport Network

Reference code affected

FormOfRoadNodeValue

re

oy

gvaltat opened on Dec 3, 2024

Hi,

The "Application schema" is incorrect for the "Form od road node" page:

https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/codelist/FormOfRoadNodeValue

e e

It is currently set at "Railway Transport Network" whereas it should be "Road Transport Network"

Sincerely,
Guillaume

Label

A

enclosed traffic area
junction

level crossing
pseudo node
ﬂend

road service area
roundabout

e ——
traffic square

Application Schema
Railway Transport Network
Railway Transport Network
Railway Transport Network
Railway Transport Network
Railway Transport Network
—

Railway Transport Network

Railway Transport Network

Railway Transport Network

Theme

Transport networks
Transport networks
Transport networks
Transport networks
Transport networks
Transport networks
Transport networks

Transport networks
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Registry content change proposal #109

Incorrect Application Schema #7109 | newisue I8

re

Change proposal 9

gvaltat opened on Dec 3, 2024

Hi,
The "Application schema" is incorrect for the "Form od road node" page:

Type C LAR I F I CATI O N https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/codelist/FormOfRoadNodeValue

It is currently set at "Railway Transport Network" whereas it should be "Road Transport Network"

Change the value of the Application Sincerely,
Schema property assigned to the Gullaume
‘FormOfRoadNodeValue’ codelist.

From: Label *  Application Schema Theme
: enclosed traffic area Railway Transport Network Transport networks
Railway Transport Network
junction Railway Transport Network Transport networks
TO' level crossing Railway Transport Network Transport networks
Road Trans port Netwo rk pseudo node Railway Transport Network Transport networks
road end Railway Transport Network Transport networks
- - — —
A new version will be generated for road service area Railway Transport Network Transport networks
th IS |te m. roundabout Railway Transport Network Transport networks
e ——
traffic square Railway Transport Network Transport networks
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Registry content change proposal #114

Motivation
Change of URI proposed for Incorred value for OGC API-Features in metadata-codelist/ Bl ©
the OGC API-Features value. ProtocolValue #114
The External reference
currently link to a Technical =
specification (Object Type). ey | devisseropenedonMayT
The URI's of the values in the ProtocolVAlue code list refer all to a concept of Object type resource. The in a later stage added value
It Shou |d alSO refer to a for OGC API-Features refer to an Object Type Technical specification. ’ : " ’
Resource (Object Type), as the _
proposed change;
rest Of OG C prOtOCOI |te ms |n The URI of the value OGC API-Features should also refer the concept of Object type resource.
th |S COde ||St Therefore, replace the URI http://www.opengis.net/def/docs/17-069r3 with http://www.opengis.net/def/interface/ogcapi-features

Reference code affected

Register: Metadata-codelist

o @ jescriu added  change proposal  EIgST D 3 weeks ago

Codelist: ProtocolValue
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https://inspire.ec.europa.eu/metadata-codelist/ProtocolValue

Registry contentchange proposal #114

Change proposal
Incorred value for OGC API-Features in metadata-codelist/ iy ©

Type: CLARIFICATION ProtocolValue #114
Change the URI of the
Externally referenced ‘OGC «
AP I _ Featu res’ |tem — idevisser opened on May 1
. The URI's of the values in the ProtocolVAlue code list refer all to a concept of Object type resource. The in a later stage added value
From ' for OGC API-Features refer to an Object Type Technical specification.
http://www.opendis.net/def/docs proposed change;
/17-069I‘3 The URI of the value OGC API-Features should also refer the concept of Object type resource.

Therefore, replace the URI http://www.opengis.net/def/docs/17-069r3 with http://www.opengis.net/def/interface/ogcapi-features

To:

http://www.opendgis.net/def/interf
ace/ogcapi-features

o @ jescriu added  change proposal  EIgST D 3 weeks ago

A new version will be
generated for this item.
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Thank you!
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