Core Working Group Agenda 11/30/17 meeting
Attended by Andy Foster, Keith Steele (IoTech), Jeremy Phelps (LF), Jim White (Dell)
Discussion and action items as a result of meeting in RED.
Old Business
DevOps issues/updates
· Barcelona Patch out
· Go repos now available – any issues or additional needs?
· Automation of black box tests
· Go/Arm build work underway
· Repos clean up
· No quorum.  Will send out for email vote
· Vote to archive/remove the following
archive
· docker-edgex-mongo-seed 
· docker-core-consul 
· docker-device-virtual 
· docker-core-config-seed 
· docker-support-logging 
· docker-support-scheduler 
· docker-export-distro 
· docker-core-data 
· docker-core-command 
· docker-core-metadata 
· docker-export-client 
· docker-support-notifications 
· docker-support-rulesengine 
remove
· project-boards 
EdgeX Product Documentation
· Per Andy’s proposal last week – any other discussion/actions?
· None.  Item closed until IoTech has further updates/questions/issues
CIP Liaison
· Tony setting up meetings.  Schedule to occur in December.  Pending item to be discussed after those meetings.
· Any updates Tony?
· Deferred to next meeting – Tony not on the call
New Business
Go Work
· Dell code just got legal approval!!  The guys are moving it to GitHub as soon as possible
· Review Samsung core-config-seed-go – to be done by Jim this week
· https://github.com/mgjeong/core-config-seed-go
Architectural Discussion on the following topics
All deferred to next meeting due to lack of quorum.  
Line Endings
· Tony brought up a new discussion item regarding line endings in code files.  This needs to be discussed and decided in the near term.  
· This will be added to the agenda 3 weeks out (when Tony is back).
Service Name/Service Discovery
Options:  Service gets its name via service a la DBus (if so which one) or Service knows its name via some type of self-governing rules (or both – get name or self assign when no service)
Message Bus Infrastructure
· Message out to community – we’ll hold off til we start to get some response to that
· [bookmark: _GoBack]NAT’s from Go meeting – any comments/questions/concerns?
