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This contribution is intended to suggest a path to progress the Web Services version of the base OSA/Parlay APIs, and by extension, Parlay X 2.0.  It focuses on what decisions have already been made, within which we have to work, and suggests priorities for further progress.

Joint Working Group Role

· The JWG is fully responsible for development of the base API specifications, including IDL, Java and WSDL technology realisations of these specifications.  All changes to the specifications and to the IDL, Java and WSDL must come through JWG, in the form of Change Requests.

· The JWG is fully responsible for maintenance of Parlay X 1.0.  All changes, modifications etc. to this specification and to the WSDL must come through the JWG, in the form of CRs.

These decisions have been made by ETSI, Parlay and 3GPP.  They are not for discussion.

From the point of view of the Joint Working Group:

· There have been no concrete proposals to to correct the web services realisation of the base OSA/Parlay APIs.  
There have been contributions identifying the need to improve the WSDL, there appears to be consensus on the need to do this, to make it more what web services developers expect and make it WS-I compliant, in a manner similar to the work done on the Java realisation.   
But there have been no requests to change any of the WSDL code.
· Prior to this Miami meeting, there have been no proposals for corrections of Parlay X 1.0 

The JWG is an interface specification group.  It doesn't look at how or where the interfaces are used.  The OSA architecture is defined elsewhere in ETSI and 3GPP, and for Parlay, such discussions take place outside the JWG.

The JWG is requirements driven, especially related to any new technical content inany JWG spec.

The JWG is contribution driven - if contributions are not submitted, the JWG doesn't change the specifications.

ParlayX 2.0 requirements overlap

We know that some requirements in ParlayX 2.0, if satisfied, would cause some interfaces in ParlayX 2.0 to be functionally equivalent to the corresponding base OSA/Parlay API.

But without an improvement of the web services realisation in the base OSA/Parlay APIs, this does not mean that the base APIs could satisfy the ParlayX 2.0 requirement.

Prioritisation

I suggest the following order of priorities:

A.  
Update the Web Services realisation of the base OSA/Parlay service APIs

1. Update the web service realisation rules in Part 1 for WS-I compliance.

2. Produce and present the updated web services version of all the base service APIs, based on these rules, WS-I compliant. These must be submitted to JWG as CRs.  

3. Develop documentation method for these APIs, like Javadoc has been done for Java code.

B.
Framework progression

4. The framework should be progressed for web services, whether this is done in Parlay or in the OMA.  

5. If we decide to use the work done by the OMA in this area, we should strongly consider deleting the current web serivces realisation (the WSDL) of the Framework and referring to the OMA equivalent.  If we don't delete this WSDL, then the framework will look and feel very different to the other services, and may be confusing for developers.

C.
ParlayX 2.0 vs base OSA/Parlay web services

6. In order to decide if a base OSA/Parlay web service API could satisfy a requirement from ParlayX 2.0, and for decision on whether that API should be described in ParlayX or in the base OSA/Parlay specifications, be pragmatic:

· Don't have 2 identical descriptions of the same thing in 2 different documents.  Make reference from one to the other.  (Despite appearences, the base APIs follow this rule, as there is only a single UML model source, i.e. a single description, which is automatically extracted to 2 specifications - ETSI/Parlay and 3GPP).

· You could have 2 different descriptions of the same thing (2 different APIs, which have the same functionality), one in ParlayX and the other in the base OSA/Parlay API, but only if you intend that they will eventually diverge and no longer be the same thing.

· The question of which specification (ParlayX or the base OSA/Parlay specification) should contain the description of a common web service API can be resolved very pragmatically:

· If the WSDL is developed (semi-)automatically from the UML model of the base APIs, then it should be described as part of the base OSA/Parlay specification.

· If the WSDL is developed manually, then it could be described as part of ParlayX.

Of course, this decision cannot be made until the web services realisation of the base OSA/Parlay APIs has been updated (A above completed).

