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 Summary Notes
Attendance: 
James Witherspoon, VDOT

Frank Mirack, FHWA

Yanlin Li, DDOT

Peter Meenehan, WMATA
Noah Goodall, Telvent Farradyne
Volker Fessmann, Telvent Farradyne
Kirk Dand, Arlington

Jason Ellison, UMD CATT
COG/TPB Stuff Attendance

Andrew Meese
Jim Yin
1. Introduction  
Participants introduced themselves.

2. Distribution of Regional ITS Architecture Binders
Mr. Yin delivered the current regional ITS architecture binders to each of four agencies’ participants, WMATA, DDOT, VDOT and MD SHA. The purpose of the binder is for the participants stakeholders easily to track updating process. It was suggested to create a change log to track the changes to the architecture documents. 
3.  Status Report on Regional ITS Architecture Short-Term Update

Stakeholder List
Mr. Yin spoke to the hand out regarding the stakeholder list. There were several things happened since last meeting. COG staff met with the Michael Pack of UMD CATT regarding the RITIS Architecture. Therefore, subsequent changes on stakeholder list table made to reflect the discussion with Mr. Pack. Also the new table reflected the comments received during the last meeting. Mr. Meese Explained the each item in the stakeholder list table.
Regarding to the National Park Service/United State Park Police, Park Service own and operate the certain roads in the region, GW Parkway, BW Parkway, etc. But they don’t have any kind of TMC or traffic management staff other than the police. Therefore, National Park Service/United State Park Police is included in the stakeholder list table. 
Local Traffic Management Agencies, for the purpose of this architecture, we have defined all them generically. Local traffic management is all the same to us as the regional level. It is true that the each jurisdiction may conduct business in different way; however, we are not customizing the architecture connection to any of the local jurisdictions in the region.
 For the Transit Agency category, Local and Regional Commuter Transit Agencies represents local transit services, VRE, MARC, etc except the WMATA.
For the Public Safety and Emergency Management Agencies, again we think all such kind of public safety and emergency management agencies are same to us. Ultimately, we have to provide them with the transportation information and may be receive public safety information from them. There is no particular distinction among federal agency, state or regional EMS or other emergency management agencies. 
 MATOC program has three major function, one is regional level traveler information; one is inter-agency coordination; and third is information exchange which right now is handled by RITIS. 
Other than MATOC, Public Agency Consortiums is the group that provides information to and use information from transportation agency, undertaking data exchange, or dissemination activities through a joint means, such as Web EOC or the Maryland Emergency Mapping Applications.    
Mr. Meese noted that if anybody in the committee can identify the stakeholder need to separate and provide the reason, we will separate it.
System Inventory 
Mr. Yin explained the changes on the systems inventory table compare to the last version. A new column is added called ‘Mapped to Architecture Entity, sub-system or Terminator”. Several new elements are added based on the discussion with Michael Pack of UMD-CATT.

Mr. Meese noted that the architecture element is something in the architecture that is on the ‘sausage’ diagram. Mr. Meese asked the members of working group to look at whether we have the element name correctly.
Mr. Witherspoon suggested adding the status column to the table.

Operational Concept Statements

Due to the time constrain, the working group didn’t have enough time to discuss both Systems Inventory and Operational Concept Statements table.
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