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1. An Alerts Services Technical Working Group meeting was held at the Mitre facility in Reston, VA on 8 March 2000. The purpose of this meeting was to refine the proposed set of application program interfaces (APIs), as described in the TWG working documents. The goal of the meeting was to reach concurrence on the proposed interfaces.

2. The attendees of the meeting were:  Evelyn Labbate, Ileana Reisch, Charlie Heazel, Mike Smeltzer, Jean Wyllie, Esther Williams

3. Mrs. Reisch, Mitre, provided a copy of a white paper that describes a COTS middleware tool, XIPC, which provides an inter-process communications methodology. While the white paper did not provide detailed technical information, it prompted conversation regarding the inherent complexity of an alert service product. Ms. Labbate, CSC, stated a vision of Alerts evolving into a suite of COTS and GOTS products to support a full range of capabilities for the COE community of developers was positively discussed with Dr. Usechak. The TWG discussion steered into the COTS versus GOTS issues, implications and constraints. It was agreed that it would be beneficial to invite appropriate vendors to present their technical capabilities at future TWG meetings.  

4. A detailed technical discussion of the proposed API set ensued. Mr. Smeltzer asserted that it would be appropriate to scrub the document offline with the intent of releasing it for staffing as quickly as possible. A complementary document that provides a top-down description of the Alerts capabilities, use cases, example implementations, etc. is deemed necessary to ensure that Alerts users, mission application developers and system integrators, can effectively understand and implement the Alerts software.   

5. The following action items arose:

A1:  Ms. Wyllie to re-confirm the Coast Guards’ requirement to address an alert to an IP address (using dot notation).

A2:  Mr. Heazel to assess how Unix handles forking to validate assumptions implied within the Alerts Model regarding multiple socket connects per process.

A3:  Ms. Labbate to expand documentation as described in 4.

A4:  All members to encourage their major programs to provide use case or example scenarios for inclusion in the Alerts SDK documentation, 4/10/2000 suspense.

A5:  Ms. Reisch and Mr. Heazel to scrub Alerts Service Model document.

6. The next TWG meeting is scheduled for 27-28 April, at the INRI facility in San Diego, CA.   

