DII COE Multimedia/Collaboration Services Technical Working Group (MCTWG) 
Meeting Minutes
Friday, December 14, 2001

Attendees:

The DII COE Multimedia and Collaboration Services Technical Working Group (MCTWG) met from 1:00PM - 5:00PM via multi-point VTC in Bedford, Reston, Ft. Meade, NIMA, and Langley. The following individuals were in attendance (in no specific order): 

	Last Name
	First Name
	Company Name
	Email Name
	Work Phone

	Bergman
	Diana
	NIMA
	bergmadl@nima.mil
	(314) 263-4916


	Couvillion
	Al
	TASC
	alcouvillion@tasc.com
	(301) 483-6000


	Krutsch
	Michael
	MITRE
	michael@mitre.org
	(757) 825-8510

	Leight
	David
	USG
	davem@nsa.gov
	(301) 688-9416

	Maybury
	Dr. Mark
	MITRE
	maybury@mitre.org
	(781) 271-7230

	Miller
	Barry
	NAVY/ANTEON
	bmiller@anteon.com
	(703) 271-6811

	Stevens
	Bruce
	NUWC
	stevensbw@csd.npt.nuwc.navy.mil
	(401) 841-4381

	Topiwala
	Jagdish
	DISA
	topiwalj@ncr.disa.mil
	(703) 681-2139

	Wangel
	Marc
	IBM
	wangel1@ibm.us.com

	(301) 803-1166

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Meeting Summary:

Interoperability & Test Working Group This session of the MCTWG was devoted to explaining and exploring the proposed strategy for collaboration interoperability.  Michael Krutsch (along with Mark Maybury, Anita King, and Peter Firey) built a briefing that Michael gave to Don Harrison (OSD – co-chair of the CIWG) proposing a strategy for interoperability that would enable vendors who are compliant with the current DOD standards for collaboration to easily become interoperable with each other.  Michael presented those slides to the members of the MCTWG so that the MCTWG could help with the definition of interoperability and help propose interoperability criteria.  Those slides are included with these minutes.  The summary of the strategy is that there are no further assessments like the original JBC assessment.  Instead, there is a process that is ongoing and allows any vendor to be tested for interoperability at any point in their development cycle.  Vendor’s systems are tested for two criteria: a) interoperability with the standards (currently H.323 and T.120) and b) interoperability with another vendor’s system (a pair-wise test).  It is expected that every vendor will demonstrate interoperability with DCTS.

The exact criteria for interoperability are not yet determined (this will be the work of the I&T WG with help from the MCTWG) but it will be made publicly available before the certification process is instantiated.  The certification process itself is not completely defined but it is envisioned to be a well-defined, open, repeatable, deterministic process that any vendor is free to participate in at any time they feel they are ready to be tested against the interoperability criteria.  For example, when a vendor announces a new version of their product they are free to schedule a certification test of that product at the next available opening of the JITC; they are not constrained to waiting for a synchronized “DOD system assessment”.  Adopting this process should provide the end users of collaboration technology with a greater selection of products that have a high level of interoperability.

Barry Miller pointed out that there are several other mainstream issues that impinge on the ability to interoperate and many of those include policy issues.  The group acknowledged this and Mark and Michael will forward those kinds of issues to Don and the CIWG where they can be properly worked, the Interoperability & Test working group like the MCTWG will be a technology oriented working group and will focus its efforts there; policy issues are the domain of the CIWG.

Mark Maybury introduced a briefing that introduces a model for interoperability named LISI and explained how the model has been adapted to determine levels of interoperability for systems in the DII COE.  LISI is a framework built by MITRE and the model has been extended as a tool (also built by MITRE) to help developers of systems determine their interoperability with a given set of criteria.  Mark introduced LISI as an example of models and tools, not as a solution for the interoperability criteria for collaboration.  There was discussion about the model itself and the methodology.

An interesting aspect of the tool is that it is meant for vendors to fill in their own system data and then it provides feedback as to the anticipated level of interoperability.  This model allows vendors to perform a self-determination test prior to any actual certification testing. Mark took an action item to contact the authors of the material and get permission to distribute it to the members of the MCTWG.  We will revisit LISI in a future meeting; we solicit input on any other models and methodologies for determining interoperability between systems that may help with determining interoperability between collaboration systems.  Mark will also invite the members of the LISI team to come and brief the MCTWG.
Mark took an initial step towards determining levels of collaboration interoperability by modifying the MCTWG’S JTA Profile and including some other example material.  The JTA profile lists all of the JTA standards that the MCTWG feels are appropriate for collaboration.  Mark modified the profile to provide a starting point for a two dimensional matrix which would map services against the standards.  Every vendor can then map their system’s capabilities in the form of a service (e.g., chat, audio, persistent conferences) against the appropriate specification for that service.  Mark also included a slide with levels of collaboration so that vendors can map their services against the various levels (another method of describing their system’s capabilities in terms of the services it provides). A third slide that provides a functional block diagram of the services provided by the system; the last slide identifies IETF standards that might be used by the system.
MCTWG vendor representatives are encouraged to tailor the materials so that it describes their system.  The completed material can be returned to either Mark or Michael and will be used to help determine the criteria for interoperability.

· Next Meeting: 

· The next meeting will be on Friday 11 January from 1:00 to 5:00 PM.  At this meeting we will continue work on interoperability criteria for the CIWG I&T WG. 
MCTWG Mailing List: 

The MCTWG has 3 mailing lists for members of the general population, government personnel, and MITRE: mctwg-other@linus.mitre.org, mctwg-gov@linus.mitre.org and mctwg-mitre@linus.mitre.org.  To send email to members of all lists, send email to mctwg@linus.mitre.org. 

Subscribing to MCTWG mailing list 

To subscribe the DII COE MCTWG mailing list, send email to majordomo@linus.mitre.org and enter the subscribe command, followed by the name of the appropriate mailing list, followed by your email address, followed by the end command, in the body of the email message. Below are examples of how one would subscribe to the mctwg-other, mctwg-gov, and mctwg-mitre mailing lists. 

subscribe mctwg-other myName@myServer.com (.net, .org)
end 

or

subscribe mctwg-gov myName@myServer.gov (.mil)
end 

or 

subscribe mctwg-mitre myName@mitre.org

end 

Unsubscribing from MCTWG mailing list 

To unsubscribe from the DII COE MCTWG mailing list, send email to majordomo@linus.mitre.org and enter the unsubscribe command, followed by the name of the appropriate mailing list, followed by your email address, followed by the end command, in the body of the email message. Below are examples of how one would unsubscribe from the mctwg-other, mctwg-gov, and mctwg-mitre mailing lists. 

unsubscribe mctwg-gov myName@myServer.com (.net, .org)
end 

or 

unsubscribe mctwg-gov myName@myServer.gov (.mil)
end 

or 

unsubscribe mctwg-mitre myName@mitre.org 
end 


Minutes prepared by Michael Krutsch

Public Web Posting







