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�Call to Order



Chairman Doug Blinn called meeting twenty of the Data Communications Committee to order at 8:41 a.m. on September 25, 1997 at the Embassy Suites Hotel in San Antonio, Texas. The agenda is shown as attachment 1; the attendance list is shown as attachment 2.  There were no membership changes.



The minutes of meeting nineteen were approved as published.



Report Package/Data Dictionary Construction Summary



Doug Blinn distributed the Report Package/Data Dictionary Construction Summary (attachment 3).  Doug asked the group if they would like the listing of the data dictionary history to be dropped beyond some point in the past in order to keep the Summary from becoming too cumbersome. The consensus of the group was that the full history should be maintained. Dave Hood suggested that one change that would be helpful would be to list the entries by group (e.g. “Engine”, “Gear”,”Bench”, Etc.) and order them by DCC approval date.



Fran Sciacchitano asked about the status of OSCT. Doug explained that it was not yet approved because one person had not yet seen the report packet and refused to vote for approval until he had reviewed it.



Mark Slepsky reported that the IIIF should be ready by the end of the year. He expects it to be little different from the IIIE.



TMC Report on Number of Telecommunicated Tests



Doug distributed attachment 4 listing (by test area) the number of tests telecommunicated to TMC from 2-1-97 to 8-31-97 (that’s 19970201 to 19970831 for the DCC-faithful).



M11, 1P, T9 and VGC Beta Test Team Reports



John Rivenburgh distributed the beta test timeline for M11 (attachment 5). John also included a catalog of the enormous number of email exchanges generated during the development of the M11 (pages 2 and 3 of attachment 5).



John also summarized the 1P timeline (attachment 6). 



Mark Griffin reviewed the VGC timeline (attachment 7). Fran Sciacchitano asked if the “test number” was necessary for bench tests. She explained that there is typically no standardized form that that number is to take for bench tests and the labs are each constructing the number differently. Doug Blinn explained that this is a result of the DCC requirement for a standardized header to be used across all test types. He offered to contact Fran sometime after the meeting to work out any problem that this is causing.



Mark then continued on to review the T9 timeline (attachment 8).



Priorities for Beta Testing



With the completion of the above tests, FOAM and EVLO have been moved up the priority list. John Rivenburgh will head up the FOAM beta test team; Mark Griffin will lead EVLO. Volunteers will be solicited for IVD once FOAM and EVLO are completed.



Questions and Topics for Discussion



Doug Blinn distributed attachment 9 containing various topics requiring resolution. Please refer to this attachment when reading the responses that follow.



1)	Doug stated that documentation of short cycle beta testing would be improved. The procedure will be that Doug will solicit comments on a pending change via email. If no comments are received the new data dictionary will be considered approved. This procedure will be incorporated into the ETRTM and presented by at the next meeting.



2)	This item was deferred to item 9.



3)	An informal meeting was held the previous day to discuss the TMC web page. The outcome of that meeting was to form a sub-group to address the objectives listed in attachment 10. Attendees of this meeting are also listed.



4)	All panel members agreed that this suggestion should be implemented. Doug said that it would probably be after the first of the year before it could be put into place.



5)	After much discussion on this point (refer to attachment 11 for the examples discussed), Doug Blinn and Mark Griffin agreed to resolve this issue outside of the meeting.



6)	The panel agreed to add this suggestion to the rules document as a recommendation (but not a requirement).



7)	Fran Sciacchitano suggested that the immediate solution to this problem would be for interested individuals to contact the beta test team leader for the information. The more long term solution may be to post the beta-to-beta changes on the TMC web page.



8)	The TMC will maintain a list of retired mnemonics for each test area. This list will be checked any time a new field is added to a dictionary.



9)	(refer also item 2) After discussion, it became clear that there was a certain ambivalence regarding this topic. The item was tabled. No action was taken.



10)	This problem was illustrated by attachment 12. Doug will propose to the responsible TMC engineer (Jeff Clark) that the repeating field from form 6 be used on form 1 also. Form 6 will require the addition of ‘R’ fields.



11)	This item will be added to the rules.



12)	Refer to the response to item 3.



13)	Item 1.5 in the ETRTM will be amended to recommend that the use of numbers in the 2nd or 3rd   position of a mnemonic name be avoided where possible.



14)	After some discussion, the members agreed to each handle any problems internally.



15)	Refer to the response to item 10.





Handling of 250 H vs 300 H T8 Tests



Sally Lloyd presented attachment 13 as a proposed means of handling the difficulties caused by the 250 H vs 300 H T8 tests. Following discussion, she made the following motion (2nd by Dave Hood):



	EG&G will develop a data dictionary and additional report forms for 250 H T8 tests and distribute to DCC members for review. Once reviewed by the DCC members, these will be given to TMC (either Jeff Clark or Frank Farber) to present to the T8 Surveillance Panel for approval as an official supplement to the standard T8 report package for use in CG4 testing.



This motion was unanimously approved.



Review of Guideline Document 



Doug Blinn briefly reviewed the changes that would be made to the Document. John White suggested that the title of the Document be changed to agree with the commonly used acronym attached to it (i.e. ETRTM or Electronic Test Report Transmission Model). 

�

Review of Scope and Objectives





The objectives were revised as follows:



�OBJECTIVES�PRIORITY�STATUS�COMPLETE DATE��1�Stabilization of Data Dictionaries�HIGH�ON GOING����M11��Complete�7-27-97���1P��Complete�9-23-97���T9��Complete�8-22-97���L-42��Complete�3-5-97���L-33��Complete�6-9-97���VGC��Complete�5-5-97���OSCT��Complete�5-28-97���FOAM�HIGH��2-98���EVLO�HIGH��2-98���Sequence IIIF�LOW��11-98+���Sequence IIE�LOW��11-98+���Sequence VG�LOW��11-98+���KA24E�LOW��11-98+��������2 �Functional Acknowledgment�MEDIUM��11-98+��3�TMC WWW Page�LOW��11-98+��4�Electronic Test Scheduling�LOW��11-98+��5�Digitized Photographs�LOW��11-98+��6�Digitized Signatures�LOW��11-98+��7�EDI - Feasibility Study�LOW��11-98+��8�Encryption Feasibility Study�LOW��11-98+��

High = 6 - 9 months

Medium = 9 - 12 months

Low = 1 year +

“Re-testing” indicates beta necessitated by revisions made to a previously existing report package



A task force was formed to work on functional acknowledgment. The members volunteering for this were: John Rivenburgh, Kathy Haskell, Dave Hood, Mark Griffin, Mark Slepksky, Doug Blinn, and Jody Fromer. 



Next Meeting



The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for February 19, 1998.



Adjournment



The meeting was adjourned at 15:00
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