Minutes OASIS/CIQ Conference call, 22nd Feb  2001 

Attendees

Present:

Vincent Buller, AND (minutes)

Ram Kumar, MSI

Absent:

John Bennett, Parlo

Karl Best, OASIS

Opening

Vincent and Ram waited a few minutes for the others to join and then started.

Vincent mentioned that AND has filed for “voluntary receivership” (quoting from his company’s press release without knowing the –English- term himself) and that AND has been granted provisional suspension of payment. An interim administrator has been assigned by court to decide on action to be taken. Vincent mentions that at least until then work continues as usual. [VB: see AND website for press releases]

ebXML

It was agreed that we will be confronted with questions regarding coordination between ebXML (esp. Core Components) and CIQ. Ram and Vincent agreed that CIQ would benefit if OASIS could increase their coordination activities regarding their “child” organization. 

Vincent will ask Karl for the correct person to enter into a dialog with regarding this issue. As mentioned before, this issue is bigger than CIQ talking with ebXML CC group bilaterally.

CEN

Vincent gave a short summary of his meeting with Holger Wandt, CEN (minutes sent out earlier). Vincent will discuss with Karl how to proceed, esp. possibilities re. reciprocal memberships.

The CEN currently has a European address specification in draft, which they may make available to CIQ (membership decides). This will later be input to the UPU global work. This makes nice timing to take the CEN work along for our V1 (after current V0.5 work).

It was also noted that the GCA, an OASIS partner organization, is working on an address formatting standard (this is the work that the USPS is also involved in). We should keep this in mind for alignment with our V1 work.

Vincent noted that one of the OASIS strengths compared to CEN is that OASIS is also a user organization besides providing content experts. Unfortunately CIQ membership is currently 66% “content experts” which does not set us aside enough from CEN in VBs opinion. VB argues to focus on finding more “users’ organizations” (i.e. validation) as members for CIQ whenever possible.

As an aside, Ram mentioned a new MSI business partner from Canada who may be interested in joining CIQ. Vincent agrees that every new member is welcome, although he does not see the immediate need for a new “content expert” to join the group.

Work

Vincent had a quick look at Ram’s comparison table for the address elements, and did not note any major differences (as has been suspected based on a quick comparison in December). 

As agreed earlier, Vincent will expand GlobalAddress with the finer grained elements (prefix, suffix, etc) as in the NAML spec and as in use within AND internally also. We also confirmed that references to for-profit organizations (“firm”, “company”) would be replaced by the neutral “organization” reference.

When GlobalAddress is expanded with the finer grained elements, only one major issue remained: the status of names vs. addresses. After a short discussion, Vincent made the following proposal that all on the call would take home and consider:

· A person’s name (and its “representing other people” structure from NAML) would be outside the address, and taken from NAML

· An organization name would be part of the Address, as this is so specified by postal authorities (this name is sometimes required to make the addressing unique, for example in case of a “LargeMailUser”) and both specifications (NAML, GlobalAddress) have organizations names in them (“Hotel New Hampshire” in NAML samples).

There was a short discussion about the need for a hierarchical address structure as in use in GlobalAddress. Vincent argued this follows from modeling close to real life (geography, postal and governmental structures are hierarchical) as well is easier on validation and representing alternatives, and found that a flat model is more representation (the address on a letter or parcel) than structural. Ram agreed to keep the hierarchical model for v0.5 and wait for comments on that version.

Ram explained the last NAML document he sent around was actually a first draft of the xNAL specification (as it included an attempt to merge GlobalAddress into NAML). Vincent asks if this could be made clear by removing MSI branding and NAML specific references, and Ram promises to do so.

Ram has compared CIML and the OTA Customer Profile specification, and found CIML to almost entirely cover the information in the OTA spec. 

Use of Schema

Ram does not feel comfortable with using the W3C XML Schema specification for specifying xNAL v0.5, so we decided to stick with DTDs as primary source specification. A schema version of the spec may be supplied by Vincent as a secondary reference [VB: Note that I will primarily work on the Schema representation of GlobalAddress, and will supply both Schema and (generated) DTD to Ram for integration]. 

Work planning

Vincent expresses some concern about the timeline until the planned V0.5 release end of March. Ram sees no issues here.

We discussed that a V0.5 release should contain: The DTD, documentation and samples.

[VB: Speaking beyond the minutes, my concerns are not alleviated very much, especially because we do not have a breakdown planning. See e-mail containing these minutes].

Security update

There was no security update as John did not make the call.

Next meeting

We decided to have a new conference call in two weeks, instead of four.

