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One thing we need to fix – is to make us a research group as opposed to a working group

Started out 2 years ago October as a BoF – to form a working group – prior to the concept of research group 

We were formed as we are the most intensive users/consumers of grid technologies.  We have a list of definitions of grid environments

Our work was so researchy and general – hard to produce standards – so we produced survey documents and community practices – not “best practices” – 

Out of that came a special issue journal – this synthesized into focus activity of portals and web services

Have held three workshops between grid forum meetings – to keep pushing –

Referred it as a gce testbed.

Perhaps have come to a closing point for the web services testbed –

Perhaps add in interoperability for OGSA and grid services

Think too that portal systems are workflows –

Have a statement of purpose – changed to research group, added grid services.  Need to rephrase last sentence –

Geoffrey – our goal would be to push work on best practices research – drive standards in ggf working groups.  

Satoshi – charter should have very clear goals and deliverables.

Defining the GCE –

Portals, education others

Satoshi – perfectly valid to have testbeds in service of the goals – need to clearly state the goals –

Geoffrey – not up there are gce portal tools –

Takes many tools to build problem solving environments –

Jinni/service management group lead: ggf is geared to producing documents.  But including testbed, software, as deliverable implies endorsement by ggf – 

Satoshi – no, there are groups which want /need testing to get to the deliverables –

If gce has input into this -- could formulate valid ggf activity – the negatively thinking people with regards to research – this is a subset of the steering group.

Testbed – listed clearly as an actvitity –

If we make deliverable – be a document describing the state of the work – 

If the testbed produced documents – this is good.

About the description – research group

We do research – our work can be expected to drive standards in other ggf – recommendations to ggf as to possible standards activities.

Our process will consist of meetings, ad hoc testbeds, sc demo activities, ggf and other conferences, targeted groups of papers.

Meetings and workshops? Sure hope we can continue this.

Our deliverables – papers, publications, documentations, -- we have had an open source download of software (trial implementations)

Not resolved: if have official sanctioned meetings out of the big ggf meetings – ogsi has decided this.

Most research groups – should have dates by which documents should be produced.  

Geoffrey: should charter have strategic view?  Satoshi: last part of charter should have deliverables – and dates – 

Have been historically poor at producing ggf-docs, but rich at producing publications related to our work.

Expect to have minutes for every meeting,  

There is a research group on service management framework – not a focused working group –

Dennis – if workflow management is also target for service mgt framework – we should be working together…

Geoffrey – change our goals and milestones to have

· identify community practices for projects

· target metadata and related projects (needs clarification)

· produce survey document

· Focused studies: detailed exploration of particular technologies

· particpate in ad-hoc testbeds and collaborations as necessary

have this above our current interests, namely

· grid job metadata and workflow management

· portlets and similar technologies for component models for user interfaces

· interoperable grid and web services (eg OGSA)

· we will use the results and provide feedback to other research and working groups

· continue to evaluate emerging technologies in the areas of grid services, apis, sdks and protocols , technologies.

· Collect software tollkits for building grid apps and post/link on websites

· Explore architectures for GCE frameworks

What about Rob Allan from Europe – r.j.allan@dl.ac.uk.  Yes.

Deliverables –

· we expect to hold at least 2 additional topical workshops outside the GGF meetings

· we expect to have around three targeted activities each year, and at least one will produce a deliverable

· we expect to continue to produce papers for publication based on our targeted activities 

· note that this is similar to ogsi working group, as the physiology of the grid will be published elsewhere, while the spec is a ggf doc.

· current activities

· A group of 28 papers will be published in C&C: P&E, which was a direct result of the GCE activity to colled “current practices” documents in 2001

· Grid job metadata, (ggf informational document by ggf7)

· Interoperable web services demonstration planned for sc02, and resultant ggf info doc by ggf7

· We expect to start new targeted activities in the areas of

· Portlets

· Ogsa grid services

· Experiment with the above technologies in a testbed fashion 

Gregor – is our definition of grid computing environment is too constrictive –

Try this:

A GCE covers both the tools and the technologies needed to construct

· portals: users, application, education – web, other

· problem solving environments

what about the European view of gce activities? Should we try to make this international in scope?  Should we do this in a different way?

Rob: want to see what the EU community wants to do in this area…

(One of Jarek N.’s people) Should we mention a virtual organization approach?

Ie, supporting a virtual organization –

Mary: specific targeted activities would be good here – there is a substantial amount of interest in this idea –

