OASIS Reg/Rep TC Meeting, 30 May 2002.

Attending:

Kathryn Breininger

Lisa Carnahan

Joseph M. Chiusano 

Anne Fischer

Sally Fuger

Zackary Alexander

Nikola Stojanovic

Original Agenda:

http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/regrep/200205/msg00075.html

1. Minute taker:

· Joe Chiusano to take minutes.

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting:
· Minutes approved with no corrections.
3. Barcelona summary:
· Sally Fuger reported on the recent OASIS/eBTWG Technical Coordination meeting in Barcelona.  Although the list of items discussed is too lengthy to report in the minutes, the following are some topics that the TC gave greater attention to during the call:

· Compatibility:  Discussed version control, and use of profiles to develop a version matrix of all ebXML specifications.  All ebXML specifications will need to state compatibility with prior versions.  Lisa Carnahan pointed out that this issue is covered for our V3 work, as there is a note in the V3 work items table stating that backward compatibility with V2 is required.

· Web Services:  There is a desire to push ebXML MS to W3C for inclusion in XML Protocol.  There is also a need for a coordinated marketing effort to tell the world that ebXML is usable for web services, not mutually exclusive from them.

· The WS-I (Web Services Interoperability) Organization was also discussed, especially since the founders of WS-I are the same as the ebXML founders. 

· IPR:  Ensure that any MOU stipulates that the work will be available without a need for licensing.

· Sally also reported that Klaus-Dieter Naujok has authored an article for the July issue of Web Services Journal.

· The TC also discussed the proposed Business Registry Information Model (BRIM) effort under UN/CEFACT - i.e. what is its relationship to the OASIS/ebXML Registry TC, why is a separate registry architecture being considered, etc.  Lisa Carnahan (ebTWG liaison) to investigate [ACTION ITEM].

· Nikola Stojanovic had to leave the call early, so at this point he reported that he had posted a notification for the kickoff of the Event Notification subteam.

· Nikola also reported that the recently reported namespace error in RIM.xsd (5/30/02 regrep-comment e-mail from Greg Alvord, subject “Validation error caused by namespace error in rim.xsd”) is a non-issue.  The referenced declaration in the schema is actually valid, although some tools complain about it. Nikola to check if the issue has already been previously logged  [ACTION ITEM].  Kathryn also asked that the Comment group send response to TC, and TC can approve response prior to being announced [ACTION ITEM].

4. Joint Technical Liaison Team (JTLT):
· Kathryn Breininger reported on the recent JTLT meeting.  The team has written a draft charter, and they will hold bi-monthly teleconferences and semi-annual F2F meetings.
· This team will require 3 people from OASIS and 3 people from UN/CEFACT who have a good overall understanding of the specifications and have worked on more than one TC.  The JCC will nominate people for this team, and our TC has been asked to propose one or more of our members.  We will talk to Suresh Damodaran to see if he is interested.  Kathryn also asked TC members to send names to her of people that they would like to be nominated [ACTION ITEM].

5. Version 3.0 priority work items - status:
· Security:  Kathryn gave a report from an e-mail that Sanjay Patil sent her.  Kathryn reported that the Security subteam had a discussion on the V3 work items last week.  The subteam is currently undertaking a thorough revision of ebRS section 9.7 (“Access Control”) - reference archive message http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/regrep-security/200205/msg00010.html.  Kathryn asked the TC to respond to this new proposed version if they wish  [ACTION ITEM].

6. cc-review subteam report:
· Joe Chiusano gave the following report on the Core Components Review subteam:

· The subteam is currently drafting a registry representation of Core Components and their associated entities.  The current representation is based on Core Components specification v8.0, which is currently under revision.  It is therefore possible that updates to the representation may be required once the Core Components specification revisions are completed.

· Once the draft registry representation is complete, the subteam is planning to meet with the CCSD (Core Components Supplementary Documents) and Core Components team within UN/CEFACT, for their concurrence.  The representation will then be submitted to the Registry TC (after any necessary updates) for their concurrence, then back to the UN/CEFACT teams.  

· The subteam will then create 2 documents - one for V3 implementation of Core Components, the other for V2 “retrofit”.

· The subteam is currently discussing whether certain metadata attributes should be represented as metadata attributes within the registry, or as classifications.  Joe Chiusano gave the example of a BIE having attributes of Object Class, Property Term, and Representation Term.

· The subteam will then create 2 documents - one for V3 implementation of Core Components, the other for V2 “retrofit”.

7. Other subteam reports:
· No other subteams were represented on the call (Security subteam already covered previously during call).

8. Face to face meeting:
· The TC discussed two potential F2F options:   

· Boston, August 26-30 (XML Web Services One)

· New Orleans, September 23-25 (XML World)  
· It was not possible to take an official vote, as not enough members were represented on the call.  However, an informal poll of preference showed that most preferred the New Orleans option.
· The TC discussed timeframes, assuming (whether accurately or not) that the New Orleans option would be preferred by all TC members. The following dates were discussed for subteam proposals:
· 8/1/02:  Deadline for first draft proposals

· 8/23/02:  Deadline for completion of proposals - TC begins voting

· Joe Chiusano pointed out that the CC Review subteam may not be able meet these timeframes, as the Core Components specification is still in revision and it is not clear when the revisions will be complete.
9. Other issues/items:
· Differences between version 1.0 and 2.0:  Kathryn discussed her 5/17/02 e-mail regarding differences between v1.0 and v2.0 of the Registry specifications.  She has not yet received any comments on her list.  She will give the TC one more week to comment [ACTION ITEM] - if no updates are required within one week, she will have the list officially posted.

· Membership on web site:  Kathryn has updated the TC web site to reflect the most recent membership.  She asked that TC members verify that their name/organization are correct in list, and notify her if otherwise [ACTION ITEM].

· OASIS News:  OASIS recently issued a press release on our version 2.0 specifications being approved.  Several TC members mentioned having seen the release.

· OASIS and ISO:  Karl Best will submit OASIS-approved specifications to ISO, to be offered as ISO standards.

· “BIE’s Revisited”:  Zackary Alexander inquired about the recent e-mail thread initiated by David RR Webber and titled “BIE’s Revisited” (5/17/02).  Joe Chiusano explained to Zackary that the background of this e-mail had to do with a consideration by David in the past that BIE’s should not be stored in a registry, and should instead always be assembled on-the-fly.  David has since decided that BIE’s are indeed static instances, and should be stored in a registry.

10. Next meeting:
· The next TC meeting is Thursday, 6/13/02 1:30 - 3:30 PT (4:30 ET).

· Anne Fischer mentioned that she plans to send out the next version of the specifications on Monday, 6/3/02.  Although the current versions are 2.01 (ebRS) and 2.02 (ebRIM), the versions will be incremented to 2.1 once the updates are complete.

Joseph M. Chiusano

Research Fellow

Logistics Management Institute

