Day 2 January 14, 2009
1. discussion on template

2. Michael: discussion point do we need a versioning for the contributions

3. abbie suggest that we do not need versioning, just new contributions against the contribution since we only have 2 options for the original contribution either accepted or rejected future contributions can be against the document text.

4. Enrico, allow for contribution revison, so this means that a revision field is needed in the contribution template
5. Jim: we also need change track marks on the revision.

6. Abbie makes a motion to ask for volunteer editors for the use case gap document. Motion seconded by Enrico
7. Abbie volunteers. 

8. Michael: decouple proposed work around from the use case

9. fine this is instructions for the editor, to include the scanrio and the use case and then put the proposed solution as informative.

10. abbie presented slides set 9-10:30 on discovery

11. Discussion: agreement to add a section in the document on discovery.

12. action on the editor to add the section

13. Contributions on discovery are requested.

14. add a definition on discovery
15. need to get a survey of the definitions of  discovery in OMA, ITU etc..

11-12:30 session

abbie presented set slides 11-12:30 from the tc

Michael: concerns about the scope of the proposed work

Abbie: objective is to pinpoint the problem and then see what other sdo can do for it including OASIS.

Iain: what is the relation to TM forum work on NGOS and contracts etc. In this area

Abbie: there is close relationship.

Michael: some concerns on SLA (matter of scoping)

