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	EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Data Archive Ingest (DAI) Working Group (WG) held a very productive five day meeting including a number of physically present members who were supported by electronic participation by several off-site participants. The DAI WG held several joint meetings this week. They met jointly with the MOIMS – Spacecraft Monitoring and Control (SM&C) WG. They met with the System Engineering Area (SEA) Chair and the MOIMS Chair and Deputy Chair. And they met with a staff member from the Space Assigned Numbers Authority (SANA) which hosts official CCSDS registries. Also, several members of the DAI WG who expect to be actively involved editing DAI WG standards were able to participate in the required CCSDS Technical Editor Bootcamp meeting.

The majority of the meeting dealt with two of the DAI WG’s most significant standards - The Reference Model for an Open Archival Information System (OAIS) standard and the Audit and Certification of Trustworthy Digital Repositories standard (ISO 16363). These products resulting from our previous work continue to be very popular.  The OAIS continues its world-wide adoption not only in space agencies, but in all organizations needing to preserve digital information. For the past several years, it remains the most downloaded CCSDS Standard.  The Audit and Certification standard is part of the OAIS suite of standards and is often the second most downloaded CCSDS standard.  In fact, the documents from this single DAI WG often account for close to a quarter of the total downloads from the CCSDS website.
All CCSDS and ISO standards are required to be reviewed every 5 years to determine their continued efficacy. Often we can simply reconfirm our standards without making any revisions. As a result of these periodic reviews, the DAI WG has decided to maintain but update these two widely used standards. About a year ago, the DAI WG requested suggestions for updates from the world-wide OAIS community. Since the community using our OAIS standards is so massive, we expected to get many suggestions for updates. Our expectations were met as we received over 200 suggestions for clarifications and updates.  We will consider these requests to expand OAIS as long as it remains backwards compatible. The DAI WG discussed about 30 of the OAIS suggested changes and resolved many of them.

We checked the status of the ISO 16363 – the Auditing Metrics standard – suggested changes, but did not actively address any this week. ISO 16363 is built on top of OAIS so any updates in OAIS could cascade into needed changes for ISO 16363. Therefore we are deferring most ISO 16363 discussions till after we complete the majority of the OAIS changes. We would also like to note that we are finally poised to have the archive auditing infrastructure in place and the first audits of Trustworthy Digital Repositories for compliance with ISO 16363 are taking place.
Unfortunately, we have been unable to find a volunteer to generate a second prototype implementation of the Data Entity Dictionary Specification Language (DEDSL) XML Schema specification.  Since publication as a full Blue Book standard requires two independently-developed, interoperating prototypes, the DAI WG is requesting that the document be published as an Orange Book, i.e., an experimental standard.  CNES will continue its operational use of this standard. If a second prototype implementation is identified, we can put it back on track to become a Blue Book. We hope this standard to be published this summer.
DAI WG also decided to request publication of its Information Preparation Enabling Long Term Use (IPELTU) document as a Red Book (Draft Standard). The IPELTU project is addressing high-level preservation considerations from data creation through archiving, exploitation and possible eventual disposal. The project is defining a data and information lifecycle that will mesh into the framework of standards compliant with the OAIS Reference Model and the other existing CCSDS Archiving related standards. We also hope that this document will pass through the CCSDS publication process and will be available for formal review by the fall.

Overall, the DAI WG prospects are good. We plan to start new projects to develop a high-level generic digital archives architecture and to address protocols for Producers, Consumers and Managers interacting with such archives.  We continue to solicit new members to helping with these new projects. We look forward to hearing from those interested in contributing to these efforts. We look forward to seeing you at our next physical DAI meeting at the upcoming CCSDS fall 2017 meeting in The Hague.
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1 DAI Administrative and Information from CCSDS and MOIMS Plenary
Monday 05/08 AM

Participation on-site by SH, MM3, CR, JGG, SJ and MK and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

Offsite participation throughout the entire meeting was available via the normal Webex meeting that is used for the DAI WG’s Tuesday meeting. The dial-out phone provided in the room by SWRI was active and screens were shared.  Both audio and visual connections worked well throughout the week with only occasional video bandwidth limitations which may have originated either locally or remotely. We would like to thank SWRI for the excellent facilities.

OK, although response using this option was much slower than normal.

Due to the time overrun of the CCSDS Plenary plus the late start and additional time overrun of the MOIMS Plenary, the Monday AM DAI session started quite late.

At the request of our System Engineering Area (SEA) and System Architecture (SA) WG participants, the draft schedule was updated to move the SEA –SA discussion from Thursday PM to Monday PM to accommodate their schedules. To accommodate them, the items originally scheduled for Monday PM, the opening DAI Administrative items were moved to Monday AM replacing the short amount of OAIS time Monday AM.  The discussion of the IPELTU document from Monday PM will shift to the Tuesday or Wednesday PM session.
Notable items from the CCSDS and MOIMS Plenary

(Reported by MK and JGG)

Information on Planning for Future CCSDS Meetings

CCSDS Technical Meetings

Meeting

- Sponsor – Location



Dates

2017 fall
- ESA 
 - The Hague, Netherlands

6-9 November 2017

2018 spring
- NASA
 - NIST, Gaithersburgh, MD, USA
9-13 April 2018
(near Washington, DC)

2018 fall
- DLR 
 - Berlin, Germany


15-19 October 2018

2019 spring
- NASA
 - USA


2019 fall
- ESA
 - ESA

DAI WG Mailing List
CCSDS has requested that all CCSDS Mailing lists be cleaned up. They also suggested that all WGs might want to maintain two mailing lists – one for actively participating members and another list only for more major announcements. Currently we only have one list that receives all messages. Our WG has decided that we will set up a second list that will only have major announcements related to our group. A message was already sent to the current DAI WG mailing list asking mailing list members to respond if they want to remain on either of the DAI WG lists. If no response is received, that address will be removed from the active DAI WG mailing list.
Action: JGG to work with CCSDS Secretariat staff to set up the new DAI-info mailing list.

Concurrent ISO reviews
We briefly discussed the idea of concurrent CCSDS and ISO reviews for DAI documents. We were surprised that this was an issue because we have in the past chosen whichever method seemed to work best for DAI WG and CCSDS.

Obviously the quickest way to a CCSDS Standard is to create the CCSDS Standard first and then send the completed standard to ISO for processing.
However, we also desire to end up with CCSDS Standards and ISO Standards that match each other exactly. The reality is that we expect that we will send all DAI standards to ISO to be adopted as ISO standards. So all DAI standards will eventually have to go through ISO reviews. If we expect to get comments during the ISO review, then we will need to create a new CCSDS issue of the standard that will match the ISO Standard. Creating a new CCSDS issue will generally not be too difficult for the DAI WG since it would have had to consider the same ISO generated comments anyway, but occasionally the ISO comments will conflict with those comments that came earlier. Considering both at once would have allowed for a better result. In addition, it means that extra CCSDS Agency reviews (and associated costs to the CCSDS Agencies) will be required.

So from another point of view, the question becomes what is the most efficient way to get to CCSDS and ISO standards that exactly match. Sometimes it means we get to matching standards quickest with concurrent reviews. We will plan follow our past experience and request the type of review we think is most appropriate when we send the document for publication and Agency Review. The only change we’ve had is that if at the start of the project we expect that we will request concurrent review, then we noted it in the project plan.
Note: During this meeting we plan to request a review for IPELTU standard and the DEDSL-XML Schema Standard where we will ask for a CCSDS review without the concurrent ISO review. We are also working on the OAIS standard and the Auditing Metrics standard where we expect to request concurrent reviews.

2 DAI WG Report to CMC and Future Plans, DAI Archive Architecture, and SEA Architecture and SANA Concerns
Monday 05/08 PM

Participation on-site by SH, MM3, CR, JGG, SJ, MK, and MM2 (MOIMS AD), BB (MOIMS DD), NP (CESG Chair), and Peter Shames (PS) (SEA AD) and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

Nestor Peccia (CCSDS Engineering and Steering Group (CESG) Chair) and Peter Shames (Systems Engineering Area(SEA)  Area Director (AD)  and SEA – System Architecture (SA) WG Chair) attended for a discussion of the notional DAI Archive Architecture and future plans as documented in the CMC report. Mario Merri (MOIMS Area Director and Brigitte Behal (MOIMS Deputy Director) were also in attendance.

The session started with JGG explaining that there were two portions of today’s session.  One was to discuss DAI WG’s Report to CMC [1] with the MOIMS Area management (MM2 and BB) and with the CESG Chair (NP). The other portion was to discuss the relationship of previous DAI models, the upcoming DAI Digital Archive Architecture and the System Engineering Area’s (SEA’s) System Architecture. We were also hoping to discuss the current and upcoming procedures and requirements related to SANA, XML guidelines, etc that would be imposed on any new CCSDS standards.

We quickly covered a few issues that could be addressed quickly. PS indicated that the XML SIG was being closed so there would be no new requirements resulting from its work.  The currently existing materials will remain in SEA’s CWE for reference. Also there is currently no requirement to register XML schemas in a CCSDS wide SANA registry. DAI WG should be able to register schemas as they have done in the past.  There may be some ontology work coming out of SEA eventually, in the meantime there is no restrictions on terminology use, but all agreed that all in CCSDS would be best served to reuse any existing definitions when possible.
Following those discussions, the DAI WG set the context by presenting selected items from their Report to the CMC. The DAI WG indicated that the primary purpose of this report was simply to respond to questions the CCSDS Management Council (CMC) asked the DAI WG. We were not attempting to write a white paper on digital archiving practice. We did not expect the Report to be a CCSDS Concept Paper or an initial draft of a Digital Archive Architecture standard (although parts of this paper could be used as such).  The items presented from the Report included the notional timeline of documents that DAI WG could possibly address over the next 10 years and we presented a couple diagrams of possible digital archive architecture. Note these figures were simply cartoons designed to convey our basic ideas to CMC without too much detail and to be used within a restricted amount of space and time.  We also indicated that we had dedicated a recent DAI WG to discussions with Roger Thomposon regarding the current DAI WG models and our planned digital archive architecture.
PS had prepared some presentation material that was sent about a week ago to the DAI mail list. The presentation was on his and Roger’s analysis [2] of the initial, abstract data archive architecture proposed in the DAI working group’s Report to CMC. The analysis was requested by the CESG Chair. The motivation was to analyze the proposed architecture and work plan and identify any issues and provide feedback with the intent is to improve the Architecture and to assist the WG in refining their vision. The analysis had been updated by PS with material that was not available for Roger’s discussion with DAI WG two weeks ago. PS walked through the presentation material and the group had some 2-way Q&A dialog.
In summary the analysis was that the DAI had identified an ambitious plan to develop a broadly applicable archive framework that is interesting and “may well have value to CCSDS and space data users”. Even though many possible implementation architectures exist PS and Roger explored three for impact. They also pointed out that it would be beneficial to leverage existing approaches and simplify the architecture as much as is possible.
Notable discussions were:
· The DAI WG was very appreciative of the analysis and thanked PS for his insightful comments and questions, which would no doubt be very useful as the architecture gets further refined. 
· Rather than an alternative architecture, the DAI group consensus was that the possible implementations were in line with the higher-level DAI notional architecture, but represented a strong candidates for the next level of detail.

· PS expressed concern that the divergent needs of the many diverse communities that are targeted as customers of this architecture would be very difficult to implement in one framework.
· PS advocated the use of a common data representation (XML, JSON, etc.) and a common protocol for messages (HTTP, REST, etc.).
· PS pointed out many aspects of the architecture as represented in the CMC report and said they were unclear to him. Some of them were resolved by discussion, and some were simply the next level of detail that will come from further development.

· PS encouraged the group to express the architecture in terms of RASDS. MK mentioned that it would be important to do that to help adoption by the growing model-based engineering community. However, others noted that there was a lack of tools supporting RASDS and perhaps other modelling languages (e.g. UML) with more tools might result in greater popularity and use of the standard. Additional tools could also provide better support and decrease resource usage while developing the standard.
At this point, the DAI WG 

[1] DAI Working Group, DAI WG Report to the CMC, Response to CMC Resolution, February 2017

[2] P. Shames, R. Thompson, DAI Architecture Analysis, SEA System Architecture WG, April 2017

Action: JGG make identified updates to the draft DAADD project.


Ensure NASA (i.e. SH, MM3, CR) is IDed as editor


Change RD’s affliation from CIESIN to SEDAC


Add DLR (i.e. MLH) as participant

Action: JGG take action to convert DAADD from draft to approved project.

We are unsure of the current methodology to initiate this change - whether you simply note the change in the draft project within CWE or whether a request for a resolution from the AD is required. JGG will determine the currently required procedure and will take the required action.

Action: SH, MM3, and CR begin work on initial draft of Digital Archive Architecture Design Document.

SANA discussion
Thursday 05/11 PM

Participation on-site by SH, MM3, CR, JGG, and MK and Audric Schiltknecht (AS) (SANA staff) and via Webex by DG.

Currently there is no work on a CCSDS-wide register for XML schemas within SANA. The DAI WG has a registry of XML Schemas and we should be able to simply add new schemas (e.g. from DEDSL OB) to that registry. A message can be sent to SANA with the request to add the new entries. Note that a new message and request tracking system has been set up at SANA so tracking these requests should be easier.
DAI WG should be able to set up a registry of digital archiving standards/important publications/etc. that could be hosted at SANA. DAI WG will need to define what fields are needed for the registry and what the criteria is for who can add/revise/delete entries from it. After defining the fields, DAI WG would probably like to allow the public to propose new items and updates, but know that some kind of moderation/approval will be needed. Other registries have had approval required by the WG, or WG management, or WG appointed experts. The DAI WG will have to decide how to handle the approvals. Once the DAI WG defines the registry, it can be set up as a candidate registry and we can play with it a while until we get it correct. Once it is working as we would like, the DAI WG can petition to have it converted to an approved registry.
 Friday 05/12 PM

Participation on-site by SH, MM3, CR, JGG, and MK and RT and via Webex by DG.

SH (along with MM3 and CR), the DAADD editing team, presented some early possible material for the DAADD document. The draft material was related to their PDS and other JPL activities.  Those present felt that the material presented could serve as inputs that will contribute to the first DAADD draft.  Once the DAADD project is approved by the CMC, work will commence on the draft.

RT (a Senior Program Manager at SWRI) also presented information on SWRI efforts that could possibly provide some material for use in DAI’s digital archive architecture or other related work. Applications of those ideas were briefly discussed and some portions were demonstrated.
3 OAIS and ISO 16363
Tuesday 05/09 AM

Participation on-site by MLH, SH, MM3, CR, JGG, SJ and MK and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

A decision was made to update OAIS and ISO 16363 at the CCSDS meeting a year ago.  Changes for OAIS and ISO 16363 updates were first solicited from the ISO wide community in August 2016 with an early deadline of October 2016 and final deadline of December 2016. Over 200 SCs were received, about 170 for OAIS and 30 for ISO 16363.  We are currently working to resolve all the SCs. Since any changes in OAIS may impact ISO 16363, we are concentrating on resolving the OAIS SCs before addressing most ISO 16363 comments. Prior to this meeting about 30 OAIS SCs and 1 ISO16363 SCs were resolved, leaving about 140 OAIS and 30 ISO 16363 SCs unresolved.

Suggested Changes (SCs) were discussed.  See http://review.oais.info/ for comments from the discussion or to see the text agreed to resolve the SC.

SC #020, 023, 029 (original SC and item raised in comment), 030, 031, 032, 038, 039 & 172, and 051 were resolved with change agreed

SC#057 was resolved with no change to text, i.e. the suggestion to move the paragraph was rejected.  Those present thought the paragraph worked better at its present location.

SC#021 was discussed, but consensus was not reached on resolution of the SC.
Action: MLH (with FE) to generate text to resolve SC#21.
Wednesday 05/10 AM

Participation on-site by MLH, SH, MM3, CR, JGG, and MK, BB, MM2, and NP and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

MLH’s proposed text addressing distributed archives was discussed. It’s a good start in the right direction. Several suggestions were made for additional updates and MLH took an action to generate another version of the text. As part of this discussion we also had a discussion of the difference between ‘functional area’ and ‘functional entity’.  These are not different concepts in the current OAIS issue. It was agreed in principal to change all instances of ‘functional area’ to ‘functional entity’. ‘Functional Entity’ should be capitalized when it is part of the name of an OAIS Functional Entity.
Action: MLH (and FE) to generate updated distributed archives text and figure.
Some of the comments for MLH (and FE) to take into consideration in the update are:

· Only label box as OAIS # if that box represents a complete OAIS, label portions as OAIS function/service/etc

· Management is outside an OAIS and should not be shown as an OAIS

· OAIS 3 and 4 should probably be combined

· Be consistent with ‘functional area’ vs. ‘functional entity’ discussion

· Perhaps use ‘services’ for some ‘functional area’ uses within new text

Suggested Changes (SCs) were discussed.  See http://review.oais.info/ for comments from the discussion or to see the text agreed to resolve the SC.

SC #061, 065, 073, 074 and 076 were resolved with change agreed

SC#072 was resolved with no change to text. The Receive Data function deals only with ingest of data into storage.  The Manage Storage Hierarchy is the longer term system administration management of the storage.  So we don't believe there is overlap between the functions.
SC#071 was briefly discussed, but it was determined that a longer conversation would be needed and we deferred that discussion to some later time.  Consensus was not reached on resolution of the SC.

Thursday 05/11 AM

Participation on-site by MLH, SH, MM3, CR, JGG, and MK, BB, MM2, and NP and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

Suggested Changes (SCs) were discussed.  See http://review.oais.info/ for comments from the discussion or to see the text agreed to resolve the SC.

SC #077, 079, 080, 214, and 215 were resolved with change agreed.
SC #216 was resolved with change agreed. In addition, it was agreed that all similar changes of ‘functional area’ to ‘functional entity’ should be made. ‘Functional Entity’ should be capitalized when part of OAIS Functional Entity name

Action: JGG to identify and make all needed changes of “functional area” to “functional entity”.

SC#078 was resolved with no change to text, i.e. the text will not be moved. The sentence addressed does talk about Error Checking, so it should be OK to leave it where it is. Manage Storage Media could use the results of the check, but the checking is done in Error Checking.
SC#217 was discussed, but consensus was not reached on resolution of the SC. Changing “Query Response” to just “Response” in the figures would be very confusing. Better to change the one “Response” to “Query Response”.

Action DG to decide how to handle this and to generate new diagrams to reflect his decision and for review and agreement.
SC#217 (and related SC#084, 117, 121, 154, 155) was discussed, but consensus was not reached on resolution of the SC.  This is one of a number of related SCs related to the Standards Roadmap and references within OAIS. Originally the road map was created to identify where additional archival standards were needed.  Since that time, we started to fill in examples of standards (and even other efforts) that were filling in some of these areas.  At that level, it will become out-of-date as soon as it is published as other organizations and standards pop-up. It might be better to move this material out of the standard and host it some other place such as a DAI blog page or a registry of standards on CCSDS's registry. Overall, the DAI WG is leaning towards deleting this section entirely from OAIS standard. When reviewing this, please remember that we are writing a standard. We are not writing a white paper on archiving or creating a registry of Digital Archiving papers/standards/etc.
Overall good progress was made addressing OAIS SCs.  We will continue to work through the remaining unresolved OAIS and ISO 16363 SCs during our weekly DAI WG webex meetings. Hopefully, we will be able to address most of them before the next CCSDS meeting so we can finalize a draft to submit for wide review by then.

4 Data Entity Dictionary Specification Language (DEDSL)
Monday 05/08 AM

Participation on-site by SH, MM3, CR, JGG, SJ and MK and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

The status of the DEDSL – XML Schema document was briefly discussed.  Although the actual work on the document was completed very quickly, it remains a topic at this meeting. The DAI WG is still working to understand and execute CCSDS procedures for publishing it.
Several new participants were unfamiliar with the DEDSL - XML Schema document and its status. For those unfamiliar with the document a brief history was presented. Predecessors to the DAI WG previously published several DEDSL specifications – an Abstract version, and PVL and XML/DTD implementations of the Abstract standard. It was always expected that there could be multiple implementations of the DEDSL Abstract Standard as transfer or documentation formats. This allows users to pick the implementation that meets their current needs and aligns with usages within their domain.

In recent years another implementation - XML Schema – has been in use in operational systems in within CNES. The DAI WG created a project to document this new implementation as a Blue Book (BB). There is a requirement for two independently developed, interacting prototypes to test any new CCSDS BB. The DEDSL – XML Schema document was quickly written. As mentioned CNES was already using it operationally and that served as one of the two implementations needed to test a BB. Unfortunately, we were unable to find somebody to provide the second prototype.
A year or so ago DAI WG requested that the requirement for a second prototype be waived since this implementation was already being used operationally. This request was turned down. We then agreed to publish the document as an Orange Book (OB). At the meeting 6 months ago, we were informed that there was a hold up in publication since the project plan showed resources for a single prototype. We were told to remove the resource for a prototype from the project plan and to resubmit the document for publication. The project plan was updated then, but the request for a resolution to publish the document as an OB did not reach the CCSDS Management Council (CMC).
The DAI WG approved a request to submit DEDSL – XML Schema for publication as an Orange Book (OB).

Action: JGG send DEDSL-XML Schema OB to AD with request for a resolution to publish as an OB

5 Information Preparation Enabling Long Term Use (IPELTU)
Tuesday 05/09 PM

Participation on-site by MLH, SH, MM3, CR, JGG, SJ and MK and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.
The IPELTU document was discussed. In the past couple of weeks, several members of the DAI WG supplied comments and updates to the document. With those updates, the DAI WG consensus is that the current draft is in good shape and probably needs some outside review. The document is focused on information preparation as would take place in a typical data gathering project in a Space agency or other scientific organization although it should be application to any data project. With this focus, we would like the initial review of this document to be from the CCSDS Agencies. Review by the wider archival community could follow review by the CCSDS community. So we are proposing that CCSDS publish this document as a Red Book (RB) for formal review by CCSDS Agencies.  Once that review is complete and any RIDs are addressed and agreed and incorporated into a new draft, then we would send that draft to ISO for review.  After addressing any additional RIDs a final version would be created for a final CCSDS Agency review with a concurrent ISO FDIS review before final publication of this document as a Magenta Book (MB) with an equivalent ISO Standard.

The DAI WG is requesting a resolution to publish IPELTU as a RB for a first CCSDS Agency Review.  The DAI WG will allow our members to review the current draft within the next week or so to catch any needed last minute updates. We will then deliver the resulting draft to the Area Director to forward for publication.
Action: DAI WG to complete one more review of current draft

Action: DG or JGG to send IPELTU draft to AD with request for a resolution to publish as a RB for CCSDS Agency Review (w/o concurrent ISO review).

6 Joint Meeting with SM&C
Wednesday 05/10 PM

Participation on-site by MLH, SH, MM3, CR, JGG, and MK, and BB, MM2 and NP and via Webex by DG, RD and TL.

Also participation by SM&C WG participants - Francois Allard, Cesar Coelho, Sam Cooper, Stefan Gärtner, Brian Giovannoni, Ian Harrison, Yoshikazu Miyano, Kelvin Nichols, and Dan Smith
We had an excellent exchange of information between the groups.

A brief discussion was held on ‘archive’ efforts from both Working Groups. Clearly from the discussion we are not duplicating effort. The focus of SM&C services has strictly been with relatively short term file storage. The focus of DAI has been primary with processes for long-term preservation.
There may be some overlapping or complementary work in the Object Management Group (OMG) to work being done or planned within CCSDS.  MM2 is the official CCSDS representative to OMG and he alone is person who should be providing any official CCSDS positions or agreements. Of course other CCSDS members can participate in or interact with OMG to represent positions from other organizations, but they will not be representing CCSDS when they do.

DAI WG shared information on some possible directions for their planned Digital Archive Architecture work.
SM&C working group shared information on their standards that we could possibly use as a model for our digital archive architecture services.  Information was also shared on availability of demonstration software from ESA GitHub.
7 Preparation for and Feedback from MOIMS Plenary
Friday 05/12 AM

Participation on-site by JGG and via Webex by DG.

Report of MOIMS DAI WG presentation was created using the new format as requested by NP (CESG Chair) via MM2 (MOIMS Area Director).
Friday 05/12 PM (MOIMS Plenary)

Report from JGG

The request for a resolution for CMC to accept our notional roadmap for development of standards will not be forwarded. There is a belief that CMC would never approve such a resolution. Besides that there is also a belief that CESG is the place that technical direction should be discussed. I explained that DAI WG needs some way for CCSDS to indicate they agree with the notional set of documents so we can try to recruit resources and avoid duplication with other organizations. It was suggested that currently the proper way to do that is to just enter the planned documents as draft projects in the CWE. Doing that would make the CESG and CMC aware of them. As planned all along DAI WG would still seek approval of individual project once resources were identified. The DAI WG has the agreement of the Area management to start creating these draft projects.
Action: JGG to start entering the notional set of documents as draft projects in CCSDS CWE.

The request for a “Resolution” for the CCSDS Agency representatives to provide DAI WG with contact information for the Archives within their Agencies and contacts for the National Library or National Archives from their country will not be forwarded. An explanation is that we should not be attempting to impose actions on CMC members.

Our NARA DAI WG participants should be able to provide us lcontacts for a number of National Archives and National Libraries. So that piece can be covered.

As a group, we will need to discuss how to develop a lists of contacts for archives at the CCSDS Agencies.
8 Action Items

The status of action items from this meeting is as noted in the table below.

Status values: O=Open, C=Closed, D=Deleted, R=Replaced

	Action ID
	Action
	Assignee
	Due Date
	Status
	Comment

	1
	Work with CCSDS Secretariat staff to set up the new DAI-info mailing list
	JGG
	ASAP
	Open
	

	2
	Make identified updates to the draft DAADD project
	JGG
	ASAP
	ClosedOpen
	

	3
	Take action to convert DAADD from draft to approved project.
	JGG
	when draft project proposals are completed
	Open
	

	4
	Begin work on initial draft of Digital Archive Architecture Design Document.
	SH

MM3

CR
	Following approval of DAADD project
	Open
	

	5
	Generate text to resolve OAIS SC#21
	MLH

(& FE)
	
	Open
	

	6
	Generate updated distributed archives text and figures for OAIS update
	MLH

(& FE)
	
	Open
	

	7
	Identify and make all needed changes of “functional area” to “functional entity” (OAIS SC#216 related).
	JGG
	
	Closed
	

	8
	DG to decide how to label SC#217 diagram arrows and generate new diagrams to reflect his decision and for review and agreement.
	DG
	
	Open
	

	9
	Send DEDSL-XML Schema OB to AD with request for a resolution to publish as an OB
	JGG
	In time for CMC meeting
	Open
	

	10
	Review of current IPELTU draft
	DAI WG
	ASAP
	Open
	

	11
	Send IPELTU draft to AD with request for a resolution to publish as a RB for CCSDS Agency Review (w/o concurrent ISO review).
	DG or JGG
	After completion of final DAI review
	Open
	

	12
	Enter the notional set of documents as draft projects in CCSDS CWE
	JGG
	
	Open
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