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Paul presented ‘OFWG work partitioning_1022013.pptx’
Question was raised about ‘ULP’ – we are not defining MPI or including it as part of the framework.
Question: Should we be able to define a new API for which there is no industry standard?  We don’t want to prematurely define standards, but also don’t want to disallow it.  It seems premature to define this either way without more details.  Possibility is for open source community to discuss the situation on as ad-need basis.
Question: Do we define new APIs first, then services, or reverse that.  We want the applications to define the services, and let those definitions drive the API definitions.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Do we need to define an interface between the framework and the provider?  The answer is that we need a software interface between the framework and the provider, but not some hardware level interface that should be defined.

