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September 25, 1999


Reply to: Lisa M. Dacko

ASTM TMC

6555 Penn Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15206


lmd@tmc.astm.cmri.cmu.edu

Data Communications Committee

Members and Guest:

Attached for your review and comment are the unconfirmed minutes of the Data Communications Committee meeting held at the Tuscan Inn in San Francisco, CA on April 22, 1999.  Please direct any corrections or comments to my attention.

Sincerely,

Lisa M. Dacko

Attachments

Data Communications Committee Meeting

April 22, 1999

The Tuscan Inn, San Francisco, CA
Minutes

Attendees:

Doug Blinn

Mike Eischen

Mark Griffin

Kathy Haskell

Dave Hood

Mike Kahn

Graham Fisher

Julia Oswald

Don Silver

Mark Slepsky

Lisa Dacko

Jody Fromer

Jill Morrison

8:35
Agenda Item:  Call to Order
 
Introduction of attendees

8:37
Agenda Item:  Call to Order
Participants concluded business from the April 21, 1999 sub-committee meeting.


Started circulation of attendance sheet.

8:41 
Agenda Item:  Review of Agenda

M. Slepsky added discussion of referee ratings.


M. Eischen added discussion of ‘CMIR’ in section 3.3 of ETRTM.

8:44
Agenda Item:  Review and approval of October 15, 1998 meeting minutes
D. Blinn pointed out that an incorrect date for the next meeting appeared in those minutes.  This was mute point, however, since everyone was present.

The minutes stand as presented.

8:45
Agenda Item:  Report from the TMC concerning the status of the Data Dictionary construction and Number of Tests Received

Data Dictionary construction


M11 holding information letter because of 250 vs. 300 h issue.


6V92 is pending.


M. Griffin – GST beta testing being held up at Mack regarding official test.  They will wait for direction from surveillance panel.

BRT – forms and data dictionary are done but will be shown to surveillance panel one more time before beta testing.  This area could become a priority due to the GF3 requirement.

OSCTM – OSCT Matrix.  TMC just put into place last week.  This is not a real test area.

8:52
Agenda Item:  Report from the TMC concerning the status of the Data Dictionary construction and Number of Tests Received
Review of the number of tests to the TMC

TMC has seen a surge of electronic tests received, possibly due to the surcharge for tests not received electronically.


The bench test areas are starting to transmit electronically now.

It is still uncertain when the surcharge will be applied to the bench test areas due to amount of the surcharge being set at $100, whereas, the charge for the test itself is set at $400.

Between October and March 57% of the total tests received were sent electronically.  Again, they seem to rise in December and January due to the surcharge.

M. Slepsky brought up approval for surcharges and engineers.

D. Blinn felt that this should be taken up with the TMC engineers.

M. Slepsky wanted to know if the approved lab & test areas can be published.

D. Blinn believes that a quarterly notice to each lab would be best.

9:00
Agenda Item:  Report from the Functional Acknowledgment Sub-Committee
Review given by Mark Griffin.


Oronite and TMC are already using it.


So, an OK was given to go ahead and test flatfiles with Oronite and TMC.

9:04
Agenda Item:  Review and discussion of the ETRTM

Discussion of Data Encryption


D. Blinn said that the TMC is receiving files sent via FTP from 6 different companies.


Discussion regarding the need for encryption followed.

There was an overall agreement that encryption is needed but felt that we are on the edge of this technology.


Discussion of SMTP, VPN, IPSec and others mentioned


K. Haskell added that we could stay with X.400.


M. Griffin agreed to continue with X.400.

D. Blinn added though that small labs are not going with X.400 and they are insecurely transferring files via FTP.


D. Blinn to add text to rules document stating that a file not sent via X.400 is insecure.


J. Oswald asked about the cost of secure methods.

ISDN as dedicated line was mentioned, however, J. Oswald reminded us to consider the European market as well.


Requirements of what needs to be investigated were compiled:



1) PGP international would be the benchmark for now



2) Automation



3) Speed



4) Platform independence



5) Technical support availability


Decision made to benchmark PGP between SR, Oronite, and TMC.


Purpose code explanation added to ETRM document.


Section 3.2.3’s text was modified in the ETRTM document to reflect purpose codes 06 and 12.


3.2.3
The PURPCODE field in the header (hdr) of the acknowledgement transmission shall contain either 06 specifying confirmation of receipt and processed or 12 specifying confirmation of receipt and not processed.
D. Blinn said that the minutes from the sub-committee meeting on Wednesday, April 21, 1999 would be added to these minutes.

9:15
Agenda Item:  Priority of next test types for beta testing

From October 15, 1998 meeting’s minutes:



EG accomplished everything they had material for IIIF & M11



SR accomplished everything they had material for EOAT Beta testing


Decision to place IVD on hold


Decision to place GST on hold


BRT will begin as soon as D. Blinn receives feedback information.


EOAT will begin as soon as D. Blinn receives feedback information.


BRT, EOAT & GST will remain unchanged in priority list.


M. Griffin summarizes discussion regarding EOAT from April 21, 1999 meeting.


M. Griffin will send changes to D. Blinn once he clears up form 4’s repeating fields.


M. Slepsky has question about parent fields in repeating document not following rules.

D. Blinn said the TMC will make effort to correct the parent fields as new data dictionaries are to be beta tested.

9:34
Agenda Item:  Review and discussion of the ETRM
Topics for Discussion


M. Griffin brought up handling of short term and extended length tests



The issue of the 200 h vs. 350 h M11 test was reiterated.

It was suggested that the surveillance panel and/or beta team take that issue into consideration early on.



This issue affects the number of repeating identifiers for a field.



GF3 had some of these issues with repeating fields.

e.g. EOT field and last hour field were 2 mnemonics that held the same data (if the test was not aborted), which is a violation of the ETRTM section 1.2.

K. Haskell brought up issue of tests that were operationally invalid vs. tests that were aborted.



Again, suggestion to ask surveillance panel to think of companies when creating tests.



Also, beta tests teams should look at those situations when beta testing begins.

K. Haskell would like to make operationally invalid tests vs. aborted tests a separate issue from short term and extended length tests.

M. Griffin motioned for the surveillance panel and/or beta test teams to consider extended length tests when creating or beta testing a test area.



D. Blinn seconded the motion.



All agreed.


We returned to discuss issue of operationally invalid tests vs. aborted tests.



J. Oswald reminded DCC of the European validity codes.




SV – stopped by sponsor



TV – terminated valid




OI – operational invalid




OV – operational valid



AI – aborted invalid

D. Blinn suggested meeting with Frank Farber and surveillance panels and suggesting European codes.

However, one character codes seemed to be the preference due to the number of existing dictionaries.

9:50 
Agenda Item:  Break
10:15
Recalled to Order
10:17
Agenda Item:  Review and discussion of the ETRTM

Topics for Discussion 

M. Griffin wanted to discuss the appearance of test reports.


Southwest received worst appearance results on a test report.

Southwest executives would like to know what needs to be done to improve the appearance of the test reports.

K. Haskell suggested to return to each respective company and gather data regarding the appearance of their forms.


Point made that DCC beta tests the dictionary not the forms.

Question was raised whether the forms with the worst appearance results were TMC forms or non-TMC forms?


Comments should be submitted to M. Griffin.


K. Haskell suggested:



If they are TMC forms, then bring the forms in question to the next meeting.



If they are non-TMC forms, then M. Griffin could investigate the forms in question.


This area was decided to be a topic for next meeting

10:24
Agenda Item:  Review and discussion of the ETRTM

Topics for Discussion 

Review of EDI purpose codes from M. Griffin and K. Haskell.

Preliminary results purpose code was seen as a need, especially for GF3 tests.

Codes chosen from EDI list as possible candidates for preliminary results:


14 – pre-notification


16 – proposed


25 – incremental

J. Fromer suggested creating new code.

D. Blinn suggested using 98 – preliminary results.

J. Fromer suggested using 91 in order to add other codes in the future.

This code was agreed upon unless an updated EDI list has an existing code.

10:34
Agenda Item:  Review and discussion of the ETRTM

Topics for Discussion 

M. Slepsky began discussion of the referee ratings.

M. Slepshky doesn’t want to re-enter data from referee ratings forms because referee ratings come by hard copy.

Suggestion to 1)  have referee send results electronically to the lab and then to the TMC and then 2) TMC would merge the 2 transmissions (1 from lab, 1 from referee).

However, D. Blinn pointed out that if a correction is sent to the TMC the referee ratings fields are blank because lab does not have that data in their data file.

K. Haskell suggested an addendum stating 3)  TMC does not require this data.

D. Blinn said that since it is on the report that they would have to be removed.

Which led back to option 1.

This was decided to be a lab issue and is to be settled between labs.

Also recommended to ask what Scott Parke would like to see.

EG & SR already send everything and have not experienced any problems.

It was determined that LZ needs to explore their reporting process.

10:50
Agenda Item:  Review and discussion of the ETRTM

Topics for Discussion 

J. Oswald reported on the foreign market.


Interest was shown in electronic transmission for both reference and candidate data.


The foreign arena would like to follow U.S. examples.


Initiation by the labs


ERC website, ISP has proposed data dictionary


But need new password


ATC code of practice not password practice


Visit before August


Changes from Europe

11:06
Agenda Item:  Review of ETRTM document

The committee agreed upon the following adjustments to the ETRTM document.

Add the text, “Please note that FTP is not a secure protocol.”, to section 3.0.


Modify section 3.2; change “email confirmation” to “electronic confirmation”.


Add section 3.2.3 to ETRTM document.  Stated as follows:

The PURPCODE field in the header (hdr) of the acknowledgement transmission shall contain either 06 specifying confirmation of receipt and processed or 12 specifying confirmation of receipt and not processed.


Add the text, “91 for preliminary data transmission.”, to section 2.8.3 .  The code of 91 is being used if no existing code qualifies.


Modify section 1.8; change “(+0.0)” to “(+00.0)” to follow the current rule.

J. Fromer added that section 1.15, is not being followed at creation of a form and at modification of a form.

Modify section 1.15; change “time specific intervals” to “specific intervals” and change “hour” to “interval”.


Add the text, “(see Repeating Fields section)”, to section 1.15.


Add the text, “OCOMRxxx 70 0 C”, to core field names in section 1.12.

A question about section 3.3 arose regarding the reference to CMIR.  However, the section stands without modification.

11:30
Agenda Item:  Priority of next test types for beta testing

OBJECTIVES
PRIORITY
STATUS
COMPLETE DATE

1
Stabilization of Data Dictionaries
HIGH
ON GOING



Sequence IIIF
HIGH
Complete
11-98


T-9
HIGH
Complete
12-98


M11
HIGH
Pending
9-99


BRT
HIGH

9-99


EOAT
HIGH

9-99


GST
HIGH

9-99


IVD
MEDIUM

11-99

2
Data Encryption & Functional Acknowledgment
HIGH

9-99

3
TMC WWW Page
LOW

3-00+

4
Electronic Test Scheduling
LOW

6-99+

5
Digitized Photographs
MEDIUM

9-99+

6
Digitized Signatures
LOW

3-00+

High = 6 - 9 months

Medium = 9 - 12 months

Low = 1 year +


K. Haskell proposed to remove EDI Feasibility Study.


M. Slepsky seconded the motion.


All agreed.

11:42
Agenda Item:  Collection of conference charges

Conference charges determined

11:43
Agenda Item:  New or unfinished business

D. Blinn announced his departure from the TMC effective June 1, 1999.


He will be employed by Janus Technologies.

11:46
Agenda Item:  New or unfinished business

Next meeting scheduled for Thursday, October 21, 1999 in San Antonio, TX.

11:47
Agenda Item:  Collection of conference charges

Collection of conference charges.

11:56
Agenda Item:  Adjournment
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