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I~EI,tORAtmuN FOR OR. KENNETU JORDAN. JR. J PRIr~CIPAL DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY. AIR FORCE (RD&L) 

LT. GENERAL A. B. ANDERSON. JR., DeS/OP&R (AF/XO) 
RADM 1. W. LINDER, DIRECTOR, DT&E, OUSDRE 
t1R. JIMMIE HILL, DIRECTOR. SAFSS 
MAJ. GENERAL l~. R. YOST. , j)lRECTOR,. AF/ROS 
HR. JAt4ES H. BABCOCK, 01 RECTOR , IS. OASD( e3I) 

SUBJECT: Satellite Control Capabilities Steering Group (SCCSG) 

References: il. OMS Letter (C). Subject: Shuttle Operations Management 
Responsibtl 1ty (U). 1 February t 979 

b. OHB Study Planning ~leet1gg. a E1arch 1919 
c. t1inutes (5) t Satellite Control eapabil 1t1es Steering 

t.iroup" }·1eet1gg of 20 Nove. 1978 , 
d. Minutes (S). Satellite Control Capab1lities Steering 

Group, ['taating of 19 Oct. 1978 

tt) Ot4B (Ref. a) requested 000, NASA, and Del cooperate with them 1n conduct
ing a study to determine whether a joint mission control center or separate 
000 and NASA Facilities should be used to meet out .. year Shuttle mission 
requirements and that 000 also address the need for a backup facility to 
the current Satellfte Test CIIP!R' I was designated lead for 000, 
i·lr. Culbertson for ~tASA, and for DCI to work with or.n~ on this 
study. A planning meeting \'IClS e IN t MB on a r,tarch 1979. 

The questions or·tEl has posed are as follows: OSD 3.3(b)( 1 ) 
(u) il. Is d separate DoD m1ssion control facility for Space Shuttle 

operation required or shaul d 000 expand the facll i t1 es prov1 ded 
by NASA at the Johnson Space Center? 

(U) b. If it is concluded tllat a separate 000 facility 1s required. how 
sbould it be configured and what criteria should be used for 
selecting its location? 

(U) c. Is there a requirement for a second Satellite Test Center (STe 11)1 
If so, how does t.his facility relate to the Shuttle mission 
control requirements? 
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(U) Two reports have been requested.. The ftrst, an interim report due 10 Aprl1 
1979 is to contain readily available material associated with the above 
questions, and to fdentify areas and issues requirfng further study prior 
to subMitting the final report 1 August 1979. Attached 1s an outline to 
1uide the study effort. This outUne is flexible and some deviations may 
be needed to meet the objectives of the study. 

(U) I request that the Air Force. with NASA and OCI partiCipation. take action 
to compile necessary dati and wr1te suitable reports for submissIon to OMS. 

(U) t have scheduled the next meet1ng of the SCCSG for 9 Aprn 1979 at 1400 
(roOM yet to be determtned). Agenda items will include the fol10w1ng: 

(U) 

(U) 

(U) 

(u) 

!. Status of the need statements (Shuttle 000 mission control 
capability and STC II). 

b. Approval of the interim OHS study report due 10 April. 

c. Status report on STC n 1mplementation planning and IOC need 
date (FY 1984 or FY 1985). 

d. Review of STC II fac11t~ hardening criteria for protection against 
para-military attack (other?). 

Copies tQ; 
Or. Hark. SAfUS 
Hr. NASA 
I'\r. DCI 

OD(OSS} 
9~1ar79 

s. L. Ze1berg 
Oeputy Under Secretary 
Strategic & Space Systems 

OSD 3.3(b)( I ) 

~l) 5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(l9 
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