Minutes of RegRep TC Teleconference
August 8, 2002, 1:30 – 3:30 PM PDT

Attendees:
· Hedy Alban, Max Shevet Consulting

· Kathryn Breininger, Boeing

· John Bekisz, Software AG, Inc.

· Joe Chiusano, LMI

· Fred Federlein, Sun Microsystems

· Sally Fuger, Individual Member

· Michael Kass, NIST

· Matt MacKenzie, XML Global

· Farrukh Najmi, Sun Microsystems

· Nikola Stojanovic, Individual Member

· Scott Zimmerman, StoragePoint, Individual Member

· Guest: Joel Munter, Intel

1. Minute taker:  Scott Zimmerman

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting

· Question was raised if the CC sub-team action item did not appear in the minutes. Brief discussion about investigating if phone-number is required; can we reuse components (e.g. Address)? Brief discussion of goals regarding UBL compatibility.

· The minutes from last meeting were approved.
3. Face-to-face
· Discussion of who will attend the meeting in September. This information is needed to secure an appropriate size meeting room.

Members: please email Kathryn ASAP if you plan to attend or not.

4. Compatibility matrix
The group discussed which outside specifications that the RegRep specifications either “depend on” or are “compatible with”. The group compiled the following PRELIMINARY version of a master list (version numbers need to be updated)…

· Depend on SOAP 1.1 w/Attachments
· Depend on XML 1.0

· Depend on XML Namespaces 1.0

· Depend on XML Schema

· Depend on XML Signature

· Depend on DCE RPC 1.1

· Compatible with XPath

· Compatible with SQL-92

· Compatible with SQL/PSM

· Compatible with WSDL 1.1

· Compatible with EbXML Messaging 2.0

· Compatible with CPPA current version under review

· Will be compatible with Core Components

Members: please reply to the mailing list with corrections and version numbers.

5. Cooperating Registries proposal
The discussed followed the outline slide presentation prepared by Farrukh, with the intention of referring to the specification proposal as detailed questions arise:
· Detailed discussion of Cooperating Registries.
· Note the name changed from the more specific “Federated Registries” to the more general “Cooperating Registries”.
· Various cooperation features are available and useful regardless of whether a registry is a member of a federation of registries.
· The proposed Federation class is new, but uses the existing RegRep v2 “association” type and queries with no new interfaces.
· Detailed technical discussion of federated queries.

· The cooperating registry proposal often follows the concept of being loosely-coupled. For example, it is possible for a registry in a federated query to be temporarily off-line, and this will not invalidate the clients ability to submit the query. Farrukh will further document the section on “partial-response” for this case.
· Detailed technical discussion of Object Relocation.

· Detailed technical discussion of Object Replication.

· Replicas of replicas are possible, e.g. second-generation replicas.

· Hot objects can be replicated and cached to improve performance of federated queries.
· Replicas are read-only.

A tangential discussion arose on the procedures for incorporating sub-committee specifications into a main specification.
· The goal is to have new v2.2 proposal documents complete by September 9, 2002 to allow for two weeks of review prior to the face-to-face meeting. The existing RIM and RS specs will be edited to include insertions of each of the sub-committee proposals on or before September 9.
6. Iterative Queries proposal
· Detailed technical discussion of Iterative Queries. The discussion continued using the slides prepared by Farrukh and distributed beforehand.
7. Next meeting
· Set for August 22, 1:30 PDT to cover Event Notification proposal and REST proposal.
