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1. Mr. Meese briefed the upcoming Traffic Signal Forum event. Peter Meenehan would be one of the breakout session speaker. His topic will focus on the WMATA Bus Transit Signal Priority and the relationship with the architecture. Wasim Raja of Arclington County would talk about the several different systems integrations including the corridor transit signal priority in the Arlington County. Also a profession from VTTI would present the study result of the Columbia Pike transit bus signal priority in Arlington. Keynote speaks included Regina McElroy, Director of Office of Transportation Operation of FHWA, Tom Hicks, Director, Office of Traffic & Safety, Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA), Soumya Dey, Deputy Associate Director, DDOT, Raymond Khoury, State Traffic Engineer, VDOT.
2. Breck Jeffers briefed the proposed Regional ITS Architecture Use and Maintenance Workshop. Mr. Jaffers stated that the after chatting with Emiliano Lopez, it was available for the region to put it on. That would be no cost and the region would only provide the location. FHWA would put all together through National ITS Architecture Team. The best time would be sometime in the summer after June. It would be better for the region to provide the architectures to the National ITS Architecture team before the workshop. Mr. Jaffers noted the Architecture Team is excited about to have the workshop in the Metropolitan Washington Region since the region has state, regional and agency architecture. The National ITS Architecture Team would like to share some experience and knowledge how to handle all these architectures from working with some other areas with multi-jurisdictions architectures. Mr. Igbinoson noted that the workshop is useful and it will benefit the region. Mr. Meese mentioned that the region has three strong jurisdiction architectures and COG architecture only covers multi-agency projects and programs. So the workshop should mainly focus on multiple architectures. For regional architecture, it is relatively small because it only focuses regional projects. Mr. Jeffers stated it is good opportunity to have ITS professionals to sit together 
to get some feedback since in the end the architecture is kind of process for the region to get fund on ITS projects. Mr. Igbinoson emphasized that the maintenance is the major issue for the architecture and the workshop would provide some guidance. Mr. Meese suggested inviting Emiliano Lopez to the working group to discuss the plan, what the expectations are and so on.  Steven Kimble noted it would be useful for the workshop to address how to cross update all the architectures. The group also discussed the possible timing of the workshop.   
3. Mr. Yin reported the statues of the short term Regional ITS Architecture updated. Mr. Yin spoke to the handout of table of contents of current ITS architecture. For the short term, several chapters such as system inventory, operational concept, and functional requirements was under updating and rest of the chapters would be updated later by end of the year. Several generic system inventories will be introduced to represent the regional needs. Several major regional ITS concepts, including regional data sharing and incident management, transit management, 511, emergency management and archive data will be included in the short term update. The upcoming validation process will be based on these concepts. Mr. Yin also showed the roles and responsibilities statements in operational concept and concerned that such long list of the statements would cause difficulty to cross check with jurisdiction’s architecture. So, Mr. Yin proposed to use the National ITS Architecture Process Specification Statements instead. Mr. Kimble pointed out some statements in the table were not the regional in scope but kind of internal business. Mr. Meese noted that the statements could be large table that might be start with the process specification statements, then the statements would be filtered to regional scope, the last, some statements need to be created to satisfy the region needs. Mr. Breck suggested for the regional architecture, it was not necessary to go much more detail in roles and responsibilities. It is recommended that the list needed to be revisited to fit the regional scope roles and responsibilities statements purpose.  Mr. Kimble suggested once the update of the regional ITS architecture update was finished, it would be used for the jurisdiction architecture update process to make sure consistency. On the other hand, if the jurisdiction wanted to make changes which impact region and other jurisdiction architecture, same update process as regional architecture should be used.
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