OASIS Reg/Rep TC Meeting, 24 July 2003.

Attending:

Kathryn Breininger, Boeing Company

Joseph M. Chiusano, Booz Allen Hamilton

Sally Fuger, Individual member

Peter Kacandes, Adobe Systems

Monica Martin, Sun Microsystems

Carl Mattocks, Individual member

Farrukh Najmi, Sun Microsystems

Duane Nickull, Yellow Dragon Software

Nikola Stojanovic, Individual member

Original Agenda:

http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/regrep/200307/msg00120.html
1. Minute taker:

Joe Chiusano to take minutes

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting:

Minutes approved with no corrections

3. Status on specs, action items:

The TC discussed the topic of editing of the specifications

Sally has the specs; editorial work has not yet begun, but will begin soon

Farrukh summarized what this will involve:
· Editorial fixes 

· WSDL fixes based on comments by Anne Thomas Manes

· Update ObjectType hierarchy (in schema, not spec)

· Add missing figure to ebRS (Figure 2 – Architecture Diagram)

· Minor comments from OpenGIS Consortium on various schema aspects
Farrukh will take over the WSDL fixes – he will send a note to Matt McKenzie 

   [ACTION ITEM - FARRUKH]

Farrukh raised the issue of the “User-Specified URLs” feature that he recently   

   proposed (see http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/regrep/200306/msg00133.html)

· Farrukh would like to confirm formal TC acceptance of this proposed feature

· Feature involves allowing RegistryObjects and RepositoryItems to be accessible from any URL relative to the base URL of the registry

· The TC reviewed the feature while Farrukh talked through it

· Farrukh pointed out that the same object can be accessed over multiple URLs – but a URL ties to only one object, not multiple objects (we could consider this for the future) 

· The TC agreed that the feature should be included in version 2.6 – the only remaining question was: should it be a required feature or an optional feature?

· Farrukh and several other TC members believe it should be required

· Duane Nickull would like to think about this more before he expresses his opinion as to whether it should be required or optional – he will talk to some users to validate the use case as well  [ACTION ITEM - DUANE]
4. New owner for issues list – need volunteer!:

This is for the list of issues that may arise during public review of v2.5 of the specs

Duane asked Kathryn what the process entailed

Farrukh gave a description of his experience doing this in the past

Duane agreed to be the new issues list owner

5. Interoperability demos at XML 2003:

Several vendors/open source implementations are interested, including:

· Yellow Dragon Software

· SourceForge ebxmlrr

· AmberPoint (Jim Rice)

The TC had some ideas as well

There has been a great amount of interest so far

Kathryn asked the TC for ideas on how we should go about participating

· Farrukh suggested that we could have a broad end-to-end ebXML interoperability demo that would involve ebMS, CPP/A, Registry, and XACML (even though XACML is not an ebXML specification)

· Monica Martin sent information to the European ebMS vendors – she will have more information in the next week or so. She sent this summary to the TC listserv as well.

Kathryn suggested that Farrukh write up a one-paragraph summary of the scenario we 

   were considering

· Farrukh suggested that someone with more of a marketing background could write it – he would be happy to help behind the scenes

Duane described a scenario he has in mind, involving a UDDI registry that points at an   

   ebXML registry to access a CPP that points to a company that has a Web service   
   whose WSDL description document exists in a UDDI registry…

· Joe Chiusano mentioned the “Web Services and Registries” pilot that he is conducting under the Federal CIO Council – we can leverage some use cases from that pilot (which is just beginning) 

Peter Kacandes mentioned that Adobe would also like to be involved – can use Adobe 

   forms to show the “user face” of Web services

Farrukh expressed hesitation regarding involving UDDI in the demo, because he was 

   concerned that it may send a message that ebXML registry “needs to lean on” UDDI to  

   exist

· Joe Chiusano offered a different point of view, in which holding up the two registry types together can help raise awareness of those things that ebXML registry offers (the collaboration aspects) that UDDI does not

Duane can donate the ebMS 2.0 messaging product from Yellow Dragon, which also 

   has CPP/A functionality

6. Conformance tests:

Kathryn spoke to Lisa Carnahan (NIST) about conformance tests for v3.0

What should we do next? 

The TC discussed conducting conformance tests in the Fall, during the public comment   

   period
Monica mentioned that Mike Kass has been working on conformance tests with IIC, but 

   has not yet reached the registry stage

· We should include IIC in the process – Monica will speak with them [ACTION ITEM - MONICA]
Farrukh described how JAXR has its own TCK (Technology Conformance Kit) – he has 

   begun applying this kit to the ebxmlrr implementation, and it has been a great    

   experience

Farrukh suggests the following process: 

· Go through spec and identify key assertions (the “MUST” assertions) – prepare a set of assertions 
· For each assertion, decide what the English description of the test would look like (can involve multiple folks, each contributing assertions)

· Hand off to IIC team an assertion list with a description of what we think the test for each assertion should do

· IIC team conducts tests

Farrukh will send an example assertion list to TC listserv [ACTION ITEM – FARRUKH] 
7. CCRIM update (Joe):

Joe reported that the CCRIM work is going extremely well, and that there has been 

   very valuable participation from the subteam members.

In the coming weeks, the CC Review subteam will present their proposed approach to 

   the Core Components/ebRIM mapping to the TC, for their review. Joe asked for 

   suggestions as to what the best approach would be (i.e. document-based, or a 

   walkthrough of slides)

Several TC members liked the idea of a walkthrough. Farrukh thought that PPT may be   

   too restrictive –  he suggested using something like WebEx

Nikola suggested that we give out materials beforehand if possible

The TC decided on 8/21/03 as the date for a walkthrough

Monica requested that we also create a simplified version of our presentation to give to 

   other groups, as a summary of our approach. Joe agreed that this is a great idea.

8. Status on technical notes:

Over the past few weeks we’ve had some volunteers to write technical notes – what is  

   the status of these notes?

Joe Chiusano confirmed that he has signed up for the following technical notes, and  

   they are in process:

· ebXML and UDDI Registry Crosswalk – by end of August

· Discovering Web Services in an ebXML Registry – by end of September 

Farrukh mentioned that Apelon (Tony Weita) has implemented its own version 

   management in their ebXML Registry 2.1 implementation

· Farrukh likes this feature very much, and would like to ask Tony Weita to write a technical note on it

· Joe Chiusano recommended a demo first. Farrukh will ask Tony to give a demo in a September TC meeting [ACTION ITEM – FARRUKH]
9. Status on Marketing and Awareness:

Carl Mattocks gave a status of the ebXML Registry Brochure. It is moving along well.

Carl has copies of separate presentations from Joe and Monica that he is extracting 

   information from

Peter added that Adobe is working on a Web page that will advertise its recent ebXML 

   Registry/Adobe at a federal government meeting. He will send the URL once it is   

   available [ACTION ITEM – PETER].

10. Formal Liaison:

Kathryn spoke to Karl Best on this, and confirmed the process:

· The TC chairs talk, and agree that a liaison is needed  

· They select a person (along with help of TCs) – the ideal person would be a member of both TCs

Kathryn asked the TC what they thought – the general agreement was that a liaison 

   would be a good thing

Farrukh recommended Joe as liaison. Joe said he was very thankful, but he is not a 

   member of the UDDI TC. We will see if Paul Macias is interested, since he is on both 

   TCs [ACTION ITEM – KATHRYN].

Carl mentioned that the E-Gov TC needs a liaison to the Registry TC. Joe clarified that 
   he already suggested this recently, but would encourage Carl to raise this again within 

   the E-Gov TC. 

11. Other issues/items:

Kathryn will be on vacation starting 8/1/03, and will not be available for the next 

   conference call. She will be in a place where there are no telephones or Internet 

   access.

12. Next meeting:

Joe will chair next conference call in Kathryn’s absence. In the event that Joe cannot 

   attend the call, Farrukh will chair the call. 

Joe will develop and send agenda for next meeting [ACTION ITEM – JOE] 










