


real time in 3D. So, it seems to me we can
do this, and there would be a tremendous
enhancement for cost in construction.

Kent Reed, NIST: I agree with you
100%. I think the construction industry is
a little bit behind. In the case of the ship
builders that is precisely the scenario
they have thrown up as the reason for
developing the STEP application proto-
col. So the Navy can pass a preliminary
design through a design yard, a design
yard can detail that, pass it to a construc-
tion yard, and the construction yard
build a ship of that class and pass the as-
built data on to the logistics guys who
support the ships in the fleet. That is
precisely their point of view.

Bob McClelland, Fluor-Daniel Seems to
me that that technology is already available
in the form of the PDS. If you take a PDS
model and transmit that to the vendors, they
can use the tabular data within PDS to take
off any sort of information.

Kent Reed, NIST: And is it available in
several different third party vendors that
build on top of AutoCAD, and its avail-
able... I can name a number of CAD sys-
tems, but try to take it out of the PDS
system and put it into the third party
vendor software from AutoCAD. Or vice
versa. You start getting into troubles.

Bob McClelland, Fluor-Daniel: It means
that everyone’s got to use a system that is
compatible with each other.

Kent Reed, NIST: And the point of try-
ing to develop a standard like STEP is to
reduce the number of times when you
have to use the same system as your
partner. Or at least a fully compatible

system. If you cannot do it directly, then
you cannot do it through a standard
either. That is one of the principles that
the standards writers sometimes forget.
You can’t create a solution that can’t be
done technically. If they can, then stan-
dardize the solution so that it is more
accessible.
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