	REQUEST FOR ACTION (RFA)

	1.  Review Type
	2.  RFA No.
	3.  Review Date

	USA System Requirements Review
	452/345-03
	5/12/08

	4.  Title

	DCNs to Existing Systems

	5.  Action

	The changes needed to systems required for USA to support services need to be captured in DCNs to existing systems.  A significant system is the NCCDS, since many changes are needed to create/define USA parameters.  Please explain how this will be done.

	
	Reference

	
	     

	6.  Originator/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail

	Tom Gitlin Thomas.A.Gitlin@nasa.gov 301.286.6135

	7.  Assigned To/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail
	Due Date

	Denise Gilliland/ITT Code 452/ 301-486-4205/denise.gilliland@nasa.gov & Frank Herman/452/(301) 403-0516/fherman@fc-md.umd.edu
	5/26/2008

	8.  Response

	A DCN to the existing document, 530-ICD-NCC-FDF/WSC will be created for the interface between USA and the DIS for USA Monitoring and Control functions. A requirement will be added to the USA SRD Interface section 4.6 to reference this document more explicitly.

Additionally, during the design phase, NENS is identifying the changes to existing systems that are necessary to support USA services. These changes will be presented at SDP in September 2008, Subsequent  to SDR, the identified changes will be documented as DCNs to the documentation of the affected systems.

	9.  Response By/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail
	Date Prepared

	Denise Gilliland/ITT Code 452/ 301-486-4205/denise.gilliland@nasa.gov & Frank Herman/452/(301) 403-0516/fherman@fc-md.umd.edu
	5/21/2008

	10.  Originator Contacted
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Yes
	Date
	5/29/08

	11.  Disposition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Open
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Deferred
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Closed
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Withdrawn

	12.  Comments

	From: Gitlin, Thomas A. (GSFC-456.0)
Sent: Friday, June 06, 2008 10:50 AM
Subject: RE: Reminder: USA SRR RFA Responses

Neil - Here are the results of my review of the responses:
 

452/345-04 – Response is acceptable
452/345-01 – Response is acceptable
452/345-02 – Collaboration is great, but I’d like to see a more tangible commitment from the external parties (Cx) documenting concurrence with L1 (or L2) requirements.
452/345-03 – Response is acceptable
452/345-44 – Response is acceptable
- Tom 

	13.  Approval
	Signature on File
	7/16/08

	
	___________________________________________________

Carolyn Dent – ERB Chair
	__________________

Date


