anonymous morphed into Shahid Sharif
Ian Jones: The meeting is a little late starting today due to trafic problems in Ottawa this morning

Room information was updated by: Ian Jones
Room information was updated by: Ian Jones
Ian Jones: People are still arriving on-site the telephone bridge is open on the same numbers: Passcode: 393 5229# 

Calling from the US : 

North Carolina +1-919-905-0033 

Massachusetts +1-978-288-4793 

Texas +1-972-362-0170 

California +1-408-495-5113 

Calling from Canada: 

Ottawa +1-613-763-0170 

Montreal +1-514-818-3524 

Calgary +1-403-769-5487

Ian Jones: The meeting should start in about 5 minutes

John Storrie: Hi all, we appear to be having connection issues with the wireless infrastructure, so the Avaya conference is not yet started.

Shahid Sharif: at nortel!

John Storrie: The slide pack we are referencing is First_Pass_OASIS_SOA_TC.ppt on the OASIS site, slide 14

John Storrie: Has everyon got the pack open?

abbie: abbie will take notes

abbie: abbie motion to have olaf as invited speaker

abbie: seconded by enrico

abbie: seconded by enrico

abbie: seconded by enrico

abbie: seconded by enrico

abbie: no objections

abbie: motion approved

abbie: Jim: motion to have ls relation with WImax Forum

abbie: Michael G seonds

abbie: abbie states that the service space may be different in WIMAX

abbie: orit, what exact services or soa techniques that they are using

abbie: important to let them know

abbie: jim: Jim need to let them know about us and that we will need to know their problems

abbie: action item:

abbie: chairs to start an ls relationship with WIMAX forum

abbie: MG: need to know what do we want to tell wimax??

abbie: Jim: need to know their requirements since that are looking at the problem space from a different prespective

abbie: Jim: what we ask them is the following

abbie: first advise that soa-tel exits

abbie: ibvite them to make us aware of thier use cases and requirements

abbie: abbie motion to add a place holder in the document for mobility

abbie: secomded by MG

abbie: action: editor to add that to the document

abbie: Abbie need to mention TM Forum

abbie: Iain: we already did during the SLA discussion

abbie: Iain: question on the TM forum Ipr and how the owrk is done

abbie: well we have a working arrangment through 2 seprate lists. the use of a list will be based on the private versus public documents from tm forum

abbie: abbie: how about SIP VS WS*

abbie: Jim: Focus on SIP/IMS, ignore legacy

abbie: MG: some people are using SIP to comminicate to a device

abbie: MG we should not focus on that

abbie: Jim: we should worry about non traditional uses of SIP

abbie: MG: I have a developer that will use SOA WS to create a call

abbie: but the event is comming back through SIP

abbie: Jim Using white board

abbie: Jim: Inofrmation in the SIP layer should accesed through a seprate Application SOA layer

abbie: Oritt: not sure what impact that this have on this TC

abbie: MG I view SOA as a way of general avilability and capability not only technology, so having several doing things the same way is important, need that for interoperability

abbie: abbie may be we need to recoomed a way to do things (this is important for mashups)

abbie: oritt agree, as long as it is for infrastructure, what is the preffered way of mapping SIP events to SOA domain, however the choice of which technology to be used should not be standarized

abbie: MG may specify preffered way

abbie: Orit it depends, some issues should be addressed outside like OMA

abbie: Jim: Agreed, some other bodies will have better expertise

abbie: Jim having a dialogue with these people is good

abbie: MG I can accept that

abbie: Orit: if we make recommendation here should include from a SOA prespective as requirements to other SDDO

abbie: Jin agree we should do that and limit our selves to do that

abbie: MG: I is providing a use case

abbie: note MG will type it...

abbie: event based use case

abbie: the question is if it is in scope or not (basically, we have event that can there format can change based on SIP stack)

abbie: do we need SOA to be used for interoperability or not, is this in scope or not, how can we do correlation

abbie: Jim: true corellation is needed, but the original issue is solved at the IMS layer

abbie: MG some developers are using the internet and will have different different patterns as used by millions on the internet (million developers)

abbie: JIM: my understanding in the scope is the SOA infrastructre for understanding the service

abbie: what MG is suggesting should not be done here since this is at the application layer

abbie: MG I am open for both possibilities

abbie: Jim things that defining specific services should be out of scope

abbie: Orit: Complete agreeement with JIM

abbie: MG how do I know how or what type of event model i should use

abbie: Jim agree need to have an awarness of the general attributes

abbie: Orit: Answering MG on what we do if we do not know the events, we do that by collaborating with others

abbie: MG: ?????

abbie: Orittin my view (i may be wrong) i can see SOA attitude aginst the IMS architecture and assumption, and they should not compete functionality may be should be implmented in SOA way and others in IMS way. In IMS it is SIP XCAP, DIAMETER , in SOA we know about , REST etc.., so I do not think it is about translations but coexitenace other SDO should worry about IMS or SOA

abbie: MG: I agree but stating which one to use makes sense

abbie: Orit: Should not do that

abbie: JIM: agree with Orit, SOA/SIP layer you expose one layer to other in a cogherent entities

abbie: Jim: If u are exposing individual phone to SOA layer, then SOA has taken that role, but of u want to combine do it at the application layer

abbie: MG bang onm if nortel, google yahoo each do it differently how they will talk to each other

abbie: Jim disagree, if we do a soa api then we can have any device talking to each other

abbie: Jim what we need here is a stnadrd telephone stack so the other people can use it

abbie: Jim we define interoperability at the SOA layer

abbie: MG: agree with that, we need to have a commonality for the stack, but for example do I need to worry about the eventing in the stack or not so we still need that to define the stack and get his purpose

abbie: orit this is what we are set to do

abbie: olaf do we need an architecture diagram so we can all have the same reference model

abbie: JIm a higher level reference model

abbie: Jim quit right we need to be quite explicit on how the reference model relate to the rest of the world

abbie: olaf yes so we know where wer comming from, excution versus run

abbie: action contributions are needed for the reference

abbie: abbie motion to add a reference architecture to the document

abbie: sencded by MG

abbie: motion passes, action on the editor to add this to the document, contributions are encouraged.

Shahid Sharif: so we on a 15min break?

abbie: we are back

abbie: abbie: do we need to include bpel discussion or not

Shahid Sharif: k

abbie: enrico do we have a company that did do it or not

abbie: abbie yes

mike: BPEL tools may not be able to handle the needs of a communication session

mike: Abbie says

mike: If you match this capability with composition where you abstract interface in to BPEL layer its allows for the tailoring of capability into BPEL engine

mike: Abbie says

mike: Abbie says - BPLE working group is closed, so hard to facilitate change

mike: Ian says that this may not be true

mike: Abbie says theu are talking about two different things. We can create a BPEL 2 or profile BPEL for Telecom

mike: Paul Knight - clarifies that here is a maintainence mode of standards

mike: Enrico - if TC is open then you can work with them to change. Ian/ Abbie - If TC is closed then it is a revision spec. BPEL 2.1 ...

mike: Abbie - BPEL is designed for IT world and Telecom world. We may need a more real-time way for orchestration

mike: Abbie - we will submit use cases for BPEL and GAPS

mike: Paul - Agrees

mike: Olaf - Wahts specificly is the issue we need to deal with

mike: Abbie - The engine is to slow

mike: Abbie - other orchestration approaches?

mike: Abbiwe - do we really have to use BPEL?

mike: Parley-x - are they not SOA friendly?

mike: From our group perspective should is Parlay-x in or out of scope?

mike: Abbie says

mike: Orit says - in her view Parlay-X is out of scope for the group

mike: Orit says that it you use Parlay-X in use cases you will see the flaws in SOA

mike: Motion to add Parlay-X in document

mike: Corrention user Parlay-x in use cases

mike: Enrico - we should look at a general term for communications

mike: Orit - Part1 is API semantics of existing APIS'

mike: Orit - Part1 and the API functionality

mike: Orit  - Part2 is using the API definitions as use cases to illustrate gaps is WEB specifications. Examination of work arounds required for these API's sill provide direct evidence of these GAPS.

mike: Each of the API's is a prob in the WEB area

mike: Joe says

mike: Joe says - we will focus on API's that are consistent with the architecture context we agree with

mike: Joe represents Jim

mike: Jim represents Jim or James (editor error)

mike: Motion to add section in document on API given Part1 and Part 2

mike: Orit seconds

mike: Enrico - Suggesting that this note comes out within document for the editors

mike: Orit - Part 1 is out of scope and Parts 2 is in scope

mike: Enrico - editor to do his best to capture this

mike: Abbie - Back to agenda

mike: TC will need to produce 3 documents

mike: GAPs

mike: Requirements

mike: and Security

mike: Enrico

mike: Enrico says

mike: Enrico - Use cases and gap analysis - July

mike: Olaf - why separate security from requirements

mike: Abbie, probably easier to separate

mike: Requirements document will be the requirements to solve the gaps

mike: Abbie says

mike: Enrico - for each of the gaps there should be one requirement

mike: Mike G - probably multiple requirements form a use case

mike: from

mike: Abbie - need to agree on agenda for meetings

mike: Agree to add current bridge as voice bridge and current webconferencing site as collaboration site

mike: Chairs will submit bridge/ conference and agenda for agreement to group to start next meeting

mike: Enrico - allow 3 days before meeting for all contributions to be in

mike: Abbie will put together agenda for next meeting

mike: Orit having a motion for next face to face starting April

Ian - responded to his action item with link of two documents at multiple intermediaties
