Notes on TTT-AvXML Teleconference 7 Feb 2013 at 1600 UTC.
Attending

E Fucile (Chair), BL Choy, A Braeckel, J Tandy, S Foreman (secretary)

	1 Management of feedback
	

	Most of the feedback concerned modifications to the documentation or misunderstandings (which themselves indicate where the documentation could be clearer).
	

	A post to the Google Group is required to tell those who participated that the issues are being considered.
	Fucile

	Only those issues requiring significant work will be put into Jira.
	Fucile

	Once populated, the Jira entries will be readable on the open internet.
	Fucile

	The issues will be grouped by the model to which they apply, duplicates removed and classified according to the work required.
	Tandy

	Provided the subject string contains the JIRA reference, JIRA can automatically link emails to its records – including items from Google Groups. 
	

	2 Is the complexity needed?
	

	The group agreed that this is a valid concern. Much of the complexity arises from the decision to use GML and the O&M standard. Moving to a more stringent validation regime also introduces complexity. A response is needed to this comment on the Google Group.
	Braeckel

	It took ECMWF to produce the METAR to XML converter. Any change to the schema will require a change to the software to create XML, creating a maintenance cost. This is an argument for a stable system, and is why the code lists (the most likely component of the system to change) are held outside the logical model.
	

	The level of complexity of validation rules and mapping from non-linear measurement scales of the TAC will be resolved in the side meeting during the GIS workshop. 
	

	3 Should AvXML v1.0 address Amendment 76?
	

	Amendment 76 will come into force in November 2013. Although it has not yet been approved, the changes are considered stable. Its implementation will require changes to the logical data model and schema.
	

	The team agreed to introduce the Amendment 76 changes into AvXML 1.0 – otherwise the XML exchanged in November 2013 will not be consistent with the OPMET TAC streams.
	

	4 Need for meetings
	

	Although initial plans had been made for a meeting in May, this is unlikely to be appropriate. A meeting attached to IPET-MDRD in September may be more appropriate, with WebEx conferences in the run up to RC 2 and v1.0 itself.
	

	There is an opportunity at the ECMWF workshop on GIS and OGC standards to be held in the first week of March, immediately before the Brussels MARIE-PT meeting, to resolve issues face to face. This needs a meeting space
	Fucile

	The TT-AvXML presentations at the GIS workshop have to be in the first day to allow for informal discussion; Tandy and Braeckel have to travel to the MARIE-PT meeting before the end of the workshop.
	Fucile

	5 Issues to discuss with ICAO
	

	Should Amendment 76 be included in version 1.0
	Foreman

	There needs to be a decision on how to approach versioning of the standards at the ICAO Divisional meeting in 2014. This should be raised at the MARIE-PT meeting in March 2013
	Braeckel

	Nomination of MARIE-PT experts to participate in teleconferences
	Foreman

	The TT-AvXML presentations at MARIE-PT should be scheduled early in the meeting so that informal discussion can be used to resolve issues. Confirm with ICAO.
	Foreman

	With validation, regional differences will require changes to schemas. In particular, individual states filing differences with ICAO will also need to produce changes to the schemas and validation rules.
	Foreman

	Without registries of identifiers, etc, it will be necessary to include additional information within the XML message (eg the location and name of an aerodrome, rather than only exchanging its identifier). This information will need to be in the SAF model. It is likely to be a topic of discussion at the MARIE-PT meeting.
	Foreman

	6 Schedule for RC2
	

	At least two teleconferences are required to agree the changes for RC2.
	

	RC2 has to be released by 31 March
	

	The model must be agreed by 14 March so that it can be translated into schemas by the release date.
	

	XML 1.1 will not be considered for transformation until after RC2. Choy will lead the investigation.
	Choy

	7 Training materials
	

	The talks at the ECMWF workshop will be split according to the logical models. Tandy: metce, opm and met basic. Braeckel: IWXXM and saf. Fucile: transforming TAC to XML.
	

	Associated with RC2, training materials, based on the information conveyed in the WebEx conferences at RC1, will need to be available. As well as powerpoints, it would be useful to make these available as short "videos" on YouTube, etc.
	


