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Conference Call Notes
Joint Meeting of the Web Services Working Group, Parlay X Web Services Working Groups and the ETSI/3GPP/Parlay Joint Work Group.

5 May 2004, 1400 GMT.
Role call
Ultan Mulligan (ETSI), Marwan Semaan (Incomit), Eamonn Murray (AePONA), Sune Jakobsson (Telenor), Chelo Abarca (Alcatel), Ramesh Pattabhiraman (Lucent), Jane Humphrey (Marconi), Julian Richards (The Parlay Group), Gaetano Di Caprio (Telecom Italia), Anders Lundqvist (Incomit), Musa Unmehopa (Lucent)
Approve agenda
Agenda approved without change.
Document Walk-throughs
Joe walked through the Top Down View and Harmonization documents. The following discussion occurred during walk-though.
Ultan: Many processes described are already in place, is it intended to revisit these processes.

Joe: No, but to provide information so processes are understood.

Chelo: Today is to discuss “what”, not “how”.

Eamonn: Agree

Ultan: What activity on infrastructure

Joe: Parlay Web Services Framework and information document activities, need to determine what to publish

Sune: Why is CORBA included in figures

Eamonn: It is important to put the work in context of all Parlay activities

Anders: Created Parlay X with high abstraction. Framework must be simple to match Parlay X intention to. For Parlay/OSA there may be need for more Framework function. One Framework may be too complex. Framework on Web Services way, like UDDI, will be neat.

Eamonn: Extra clarity can be added to figures on page 2.

Anders: First picture – application needs to be simple for access, can’t have SAG for instance.

Joe: Business need drives needs, not technical complexity.

Anders: Need to discuss concrete representation of Parlay Web Services Framework

Musa: 80/20 rule doesn’t apply to Framework?

Joe: Agree, our discussions have been focused on selection of Web Services technology, not complexity

Musa: So there will be one Framework?

Anders: Need to keep simple for Parlay X

Joe: Focus in work group has been on discovery, security and service agreement

Ultan: Parlay X needs to define minimum Framework requirements for Parlay X, then can add to this as needed. Can keep common between both.

Anders: Agree

Ramesh: What is the common set

Ultan: Start with Parlay X, then determine if anything else is needed

Anders: Requirements spec to create?

Ultan: Can create

Ramesh: What is the distinction between Parlay X and Parlay/OSA

Joe: Different levels of abstraction

Ramesh: Can developer mix both (i.e. use info from one service in another)

Joe: Example, makeACall correlator could not be used in GCC

Eamonn: Will decisions be taken on documents next week

Joe: Yes

Chelo: Be more ambitious. If discussions can happen ahead of time, take late contributions up to meeting time to more towards decision taking at the face-to-face meeting.

Ultan: Time scales need to be attended to – otherwise will miss 5.0

Eamonn: Can dates be summarized between now and end of year

Joe: Can add a face-to-face interim meeting to focus on technical work

Joe: Ultan, can you produce a time line

Ultan: Yes, but don’t have Parlay X time scales
Joe: Can produce without Parlay X, then have John-Luc or Martin add in Parlay X information

Joe: Any other comments

Chelo: Use JWG list for email discussions, since it is available to everyone and all Parlay Group members are JWG members.

Call adjourned at 1530 GMT.

