CCSM Telecon/Webex, 04 June 2019
Attendees
E. Barkley, A. Crowson, M. Gnat, C. Haddow, J. Pietras
Agenda (as adjusted during the meetings) 
1. General Announcements
a) Abstract Event Red-1 Agency review resolution issued
b) CMC meets starting 1 week from today
c) Potential for starting new WG for CSS Architecture
a. it may make sense to consider the refresh of the Architecture Description Document and Architecture Requirements Document along with the Functional Resource Model and refresh of the SLE Reference Model as part of an overall architecture level working group
b. noted that the resources for starting the working group are more substantial than assigning projects to existing working groups
c. also noted that the functional resource model will have to be stated in a way to allow for its evolution
d. the above considerations, although requiring more resources, tend to suggest that a new working group may be the better approach rather than trying to parcel various projects into the existing working groups of the area
d) Time BOF currently in polling to become Time WG  
2. Spring 2019 Meetings Summary Check 
a) a minor update with regard to the service agreement and configuration profile approach was noted
a. J. Pietras to provide an email with suggested update text
3. Action Items Check
a) no new action items assigned
b) revised due dates for two action items noted
4. Updated Recommendations 
a) Confirmed that the latest update for the Service Package Data Format is to be considered the candidate submitted for Area Director review leading toward agency review
b) confirmed that the updated SMURF, pending ICS statement, is likely to be available by early July
c) noted that there will be several agency reviews likely in the coming months
5. Registry Technote updates
a) Walked through updated text (see below for extracted udate)
b) Noted that there is a need for some sort of “additional registry” considerations
c) E. Barkley will compare tech note vs SANA sections for the serveral recommendations progressing toward agency review 
6. PIF Prototyping  
a) Agreed to update the prototypes to use the latest PIF schema
b) agreed to rerun the ESA output re production of occultation information with the new geocentric accommodation in the updated XML schema
7. Common RID Tooling for upcoming CSSM Agency reviews 
a) Reviewed the PDF form for input of rids
b) noted that the intention is to facilitate collection of rids into a database for easier processing; especially as we have several agency reviews likely to start in the relatively near future
c) action to E. Barkley to provide a sample output from the Excel file produced from the NASA online rid system for consideration by C. Haddow
8. REST Styles 
a) briefly walked through the presentation to gain familiarity with the various aspects that the analysis deals with
b) agreed to make this more of a focused discussion at the August 6 teleconference
9. AOB (None)

Next Telecon
[bookmark: _GoBack]Our next teleconference is scheduled for June 25.

Updated registry technote text:

THE GUIDELINES 
The following is the text, with adjustments is to be include for the SANA registries consideration.  Unless otherwise noted via markup, the text below is to be included verbatim.


B2 	SANA CONSIDERATIONS 
B2.1 GENERAL 
The recommendations of this document rely on the SANA registries described below. New assignments in these registries, in conformance with the policies identified, will be available at the SANA registry Web site: http://sanaregistry.org. Therefore the reader shall look at the SANA Web site for all the assignments contained in these registries. 
B2.2 REGISTRY FOR originatingOrganization  
<<Unless your books does something different, use the following boilerlate, substituting as noted>>>
See CCSDS 902.12, Annex A, Section A.2.2.  For this recommendation a role of <<chose one of ‘Provider CSSS’ | ‘User CSSS’>> is assigned.  <<Note: if the data format is request oriented then the role is ‘User CSSS’; if the data format is result oriented, then the role is ‘Provider CSSS’.  If the recommendation has both request and result aspects then the role assignments need to be properly explained -- i.e. conditions stated for which the originating organization is a provider and conditions in which the originating organization is a user>>

B2.3 REGISTRY FOR user  
<<Unless your books does something different, use the following boilerlate, substituting as noted>>>
See CCSDS 902.12, Annex A, Section A.2.3
<<If your book requires reserved values for the user field, such as that which occurs in the Simmple Schedule Format, then please add the following, providing the specific reserved values as indicated below>>
In addition to the values for the ‘user’ parameter contained in the CCSDS Spacecraft Identifiers registry, the following values need to be recognized by implementations (see <<correct table reference for your particular book>>): 
user 				Description 
<<VALUE 1>> 	<<Description for VALUE 1>>
<<VALUE N>> 	<<Description for VALUE N>>

B2.4 REGISTRY FOR siteRef AND apertureRef 
<<Unless your books does something different, use the following boilerlate>>
See CCSDS 902.12, Annex A, Section A.2.4

<<Unless your book has some sort of association meta data that allows for association kinds to be dfined, do not include the B.2.5 section immediately below. If there are kinds of associations  to be registered, then please include the boilerplate below, updating as noted >>
B2.5 REGISTRY FOR associationKinds 
The associationKinds (<<recommendation specific class name>>—see table <<recommendatikon specific table number>>) values are registered and maintained in SANA; the registry is located at 
http://sanaregistry.org/r/association_kinds/ 
In accordance with reference <<reference number for CCSDS SANA Registry Management Policy. Issue 1. CCSDS Record (Yellow Book), CCSDS 313.1-Y-1. Washington, D.C.: CCSDS, May 2016  -- this is likely be to be reference [5] or [6] >>, section 3.11 (c), updates to this registry are at the discretion of CCSDS member agencies or registered organizations, via the registered agency or organization representative.

<<Include the following verbatim, unless there is no schema defined by your book>>
B2.6 REGISTRY FOR XML Schema 
The XML Schema for this recommended standards is registered with SANA and is located at 
http://sanaregistry.org/r/service_management_xml_schemas/ 
Per reference [<<proper reference number for reference to CCSDS 313.1-Y-1>>], updates of this type of registry are performed by CCSDS. 


<<Include the following verbatim>>
B2.6 REGISTRY FOR EXTENDED PARAMETER 
See  CCSDS 902.13, Annex A, Section A.2.2	Comment by Barkley, Erik J (3970): Thnis may trip some people up – 902.13 vs 902.12 earlier; it is correct; in affect the abstrace event governs the extended parameter.


<<Unregistered values applies to originatingOrganization, user, and apertureRef>>  
B2.7 USE OF UNREGISTERED VALUES 
<<Unregistered values applies to originatingOrganization, user, and apertureRef; if your recommendation makes use of all three of these items, then include the text immediately below verbatim>>  
See  CCSDS 902.12, Annex A, Section A.2.5
<<it is likely that your recommendation makes use of at least originatingOrganization and user; if so but it does not make use of apertureRef, then include the text immediately below verbatim>>
See  CCSDS 902.12, Annex A, Section A.2.5. NOTE – for this recommendation apertureRef does not apply. 
<<If your recommendation does not make use of originatingOrganization or user or apertRef, then please include the text below editing as noted>>
Only values that have been registered should be used for the <<list of appropriate parameters>> parameters.  Unregistered values for the <<list of appropriate parameters>> parameters may be used. If unregistered values are used they should be prefixed with the string ‘UNR::’.
NOTES
1. ‘UNR::’  indicates an unregistered value;
1. this helps eliminate potential confusion in a multi-agency cross support context;
1. use of unregistered values is not recommended and should be avoided if possible.












