OASIS/ebXML IIC TC Conference Call

Minutes: August 12, 2002 – 1PM PST

Attendees:

            Jacques Durand, Fujitsu

Michael Kass, NIST

Eric Van Lydegraf, Kinzan

Monica Martin, Drake Certivo 

Steve Yung, Sun Microsystems

Jeff Eck, GXS

Pete Wenzel, SeeBeyond

Matt MacKenzie, XML Global

Jeff Turpin, Cyclone Commerce

Aaron Gomez, Drummond Group

Mike Dillon, Drummond Group

Hatem El-Sebaaly, IPNet Solutions

Thomas Bikeev, EAN Intl.
1) Result of Vote on ebXML MS Master List of Conformance Test Requirements to date, plus final vote during call.

     
 Michael Wang, TIBCO,  Approve

             Michael Kass, NIST, Approve

      
 Matt MacKenzie, XML Global, Approve

        
 Eric VanLydegraf, Kinzan, Approve

      
 Monica Martin, Drake Certivo, Approve

      
 Jeff Turpin, Cyclone Commerce,  Approve

      
 Hatem El-Sebaaly, Approve

      
 Pete Wenzel, SeeBeyond, Abstain

Jacques Durand will check to see that the above vote reflects the required quorum to pass.

<Jacques>: quorum was there – vote is valid and Master List of test reqs adopted. Jacques will submit to MS TC.
2) Discussion of Conformance Levels for Conformance/Interop testing.. do we need to change from 2 levels? Do we need to vote again? (see November’s final vote results at http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/ebxml-iic-conform/200207/msg00040.html)

After a description of the agreed upon “two levels” of conformance that was decided in November of last year, it was decided that this issued does not need to be resolved at this moment, but that it must be decided by the end of the F2F meeting next week in San Jose.

<Jacques>: everyone is expected to read the MS Conformance Level options – at least the one (option 2) voted on (see rationale at the end). Note: I realize this doc is not on our site, but I have sent it out by mail last week or so. Also, part of the confirmation we need to reach next week, is about the implementation of RECOMMENDED MSH features, which is required in voted conformance levels (that was required in November vote. Is that still OK?).

We’ll give a specific time in f-2-f for vote so that people can call in.
3) Status of EAN.UCC  Deployment Templates  - main points presented by Thomas Bikeev and Pete Wenzel

 Templates will be discussed at F2F – assuming we have enough of the subteam there.  

About the template:

a) It should be extended, and be abstract enough to be useable beyond EAN. So the final guide doc will clearly separate: (1) the template definition, which can be filled into an particular (e.g. EAN) instantiation (2) the particular EAN instance. 

b) Template can be filled in by an organization that wishes to specify an implementation                guideline for its user community. By having access (in same document?) to existing particular instances of this template – like EAN/UCC – this new organization will know how to make sure it can interoperate with these users, if needed.

c) Template and its instances will help interoperability testing ( real examples ), and define business-level interoperability requirements.

d) May extend CPA elements [or  refer to] as well, as these will govern some MSH options the template specifies.

ActionItem: (Jacques) Add Thomas Bikeev to the ebxml-iic mailing lists for wider dissemination of his template work.

4) Discussion of recent ebXML JCC query regarding IIC participation/influence in the  “parallel” ebXML interoperability testing efforts including:

a) DGI - UCC Interop Testing, round 2

b) CEN/ISSS/eBES Vendor Forum Interop Demonstration Project (scheduled to hold first meeting on Sep. 25th)

c) ECOM (Japan) ebXML Interop testing 

d) Others? (OAG/NIST Interoperability Testbed)
Key questions JCC needs answers for are:

a) What is the status of the IIC TC level of knowledge, involvement or coordination on these projects?
b) What type of coordination is/will be provided by the IIC TC, such that there might be some way to publicize a broad, global set of activities occurring that could be publicized.
c) Will software solutions that pass one set of interoperability tests be assumed to be highly likely inter-operable with software that passes a different set of interop tests?
Jacques Durand’s main point – move quickly along in the development and publication of our own interop test suites, at least defining one or few basic “interoperability profiles” and associated test cases that we believe should be universally expected by all users, so that separate user communities out there  will (1) adjust their tests to these as a reference, (2) used these tests as a way to test  interop with other communities.

Matt MacKenzie suggested – ebXML IIC should take the lead and set the standard for other groups to follow.   Their framework doesn’t have to be the same, but measure their tests as “equal” to our canonical tests.

ActionItem: Jacques will prepare a quick answer to JCC, that summarizes what we discussed today, namely that:

(1) IIC will contact those of these groups it has not contacted yet, and get their interop requirements. 

(2) Acknowledging that interop requirements may vary from one business context to the other,  IIC will try to synthetize a core test suite across these groups. This should result in defining some common interoperability profiles (in addition to group-specific ones). 

(3) In the short term, IIC will positions itself  as the authority for (a) assessing equivalence between 3rd party ad-hoc test cases, and IIC test cases, (b) define most basic, “universal” interop profiles (and test cases) that need be used to ensure cross-groups interoperability.

NOTE: it seems the Template that Pete, Thomas & Co are working on might be very valuable here to provide some methodology for unveiling interop issues and preparing test cases, as it will cover also basic MSH options that affect interop (not just content-based business-level conventions). To explore.

We need to have people looking into the 3 initiatives mentioned by Patrick Gannon

DGI OK, ECOM Japan - Jacques, Monica Martin is not actively participating, but is monitoring the group.

ActionItem: Steve Yung will follow closely the CEN/ISSS initiative on interop, so that we can coordinate with them. CEN/ISSS - (Europe)..kickoff of interop testing begins in September.

ActionItem: Jacques (and Monica?) will follow up with the ECOM initiative on interop.

ActionItem: Matt will follow an UK – Ecenter ( a member org of EAN ) initiative on interop.

Hatem El-Sebaaly questioned how many implementers will implement the ebXML IIC testing framework?  Cyclone Commerce  and  XLGlobal said that they would.  Hatem would like to see a “proof of concept” through the quick development of a running testing framework. Hatem likens this to an extended/automated QA effort.. we need implementation of a POC. 

ActionItem: Matt will refine the Test Service as/if required so that there is no ambiguity at implementation time.

Mike Kass will be working on scripting abstract and some concrete tests between now and next week’s F2F.

Implementation will be addressed at the upcoming F2F in San Jose.
5) Agenda/Logistics/Attendees for August  F2F  

a) Planned Attendees: Jacques Durand, Fujitsu, Matt MacKenzie XML Global,  Jeff Eck, GE Global Exchange Services, Eric VanLydegraf Kinzan, Prakash Sinha IONA, Hatem El-Sabaaly IPNET, Michael Kass – NIST, Steve Yung, SUN Microsystems,  Monica Martin Drake Certivo and Pete Wenzelk ( via phone-in )
b) Start time for August 22 – 9AM
c) Directions/Hotels – Provided as an attachment in conference call agenda

