OASIS ebXML Registry TC Minutes for telecon held April 17, 2003

Attendees: 

Kathryn Breininger
Boeing

Joe Chiusano
Booz Allen Hamilton

Suresh Damodaran
Sterling Commerce (on loan to RosettaNet)

Peter Kacandes
Adobe

Paul Macias
LMI

Farrukh Najmi
Sun Microsystems

Sanjay Patil
IONA

Nikola Stojanovic
Individual member

Uday Subbaravan
Sun Microsystems

Agenda:
1. Minute taker 


Sanjay Patil

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting


No objections raised and minutes Approved.

3. Status on specs


Farrukh posted all the updated documents last week to the TC web site. The idea was to provide 2 weeks review period for the TC members. Kathryn requested the TC members to post any comments to the list. This 2-week review will end on April 23. Kathryn can then put a ballot for TC approval, which itself will last for 2 weeks, ending May 7.


Joe asked what would be a good answer regarding the release date of the V3 spec? Kathryn described the different phases and requirements of OASIS specification approval process, which includes three implementations.  Two version 3.0 implementations have tentatively been identified and one more is needed. The group made a guess that V3 spec finalization may occur close to the end of this year (in fall).


Kathryn asked Farrukh if there is anything reportable on the spec updates. Farrukh reported no updates being made recently.

4. Ballot out on technical note

Kathryn checked with the attendees if everybody received a ballot notice from Kavi, the new OASIS TC process management software.  This ballot will close on April 30. 

Suresh asked what the ballot was for? Kathryn shortly described the summary of the technical note – how to register Web services in ebXML Registry. Farrukh commented that such focused “how to” technical notes will be helpful, since the ebXML Registry spec itself is very generic.


The group discussed the topic of collaboration with UDDI TC. UDDI TC has recently launched an activity to clearly identify how to register ebXML artifacts in UDDI Registry. In that regard, there is ongoing work between UDDI TC and other ebXML activities such as CPP/A. Paul made a suggestion for this TC to share ideas/techniques in handling ebXML artifacts with the UDDI TC. 


Joe mentioned a paper he co-authored on the topic of UDDI and ebXML Registry. Joe requested the group to take more initiative in crafting documents/guidance regarding the interplay of UDDI and ebXML Registry, etc.


Suresh asked a technical question related to accessing UDDI behind a firewall, specifically about the restricted interfaces a registry exposes to clients outside the firewall. Joe commented that this problem might be solved by WS security. Farrukh commented that the problem may be considered generic and quoting ebXML Registry as an example, he further commented that a federation of private and public ebXML Registries could hide the existence of private ebXML Registries from the clients. Applicability of Access Control based solutions was also mentioned. 


Kathryn suggested considering a couple of such topics for discussion for the next meeting’s agenda as topics for technical notes.

5. Discussion on CCTS verification work/registry mapping discussion


Joe provided an update to the group. The CC subteam is still undecided about the verification test of the core components. However, there are others who are trying out this idea, such as a gentleman in Australia and another in Finland. 


The biggest issue seems to be about where the CC metadata should reside? The options considered are to store the metadata in the RIM as a binding or along with core components themselves? The thinking in general is to put the metadata along with the core components and have minimal metadata as part of the RIM binding. David Webber is one of the proponents of this idea. Joe mentioned having a discussion with David Webber along the lines of involving a product company, which supports handling of metadata in a generic form and providing serializations to multiple models. Kathryn cautioned that this exercise should not lead to promoting to a particular product.


Farrukh commented on the similarities between such a product and the work of this TC and commented that it may be valuable to get the product company involved with the TC for two reasons: a> The TC could update its model based on the product’s experiences/requirements and b> The product could adopt the specification and standardize itself.


Nikola commented that ebXML Registry is a very generic registry and it is important to handle the metadata issue at the specifications level, rather than involving specific products.


On the progress of the CC related work in this regard, Joe said that there is a catch 22. Serialization format definition/testing will take some time and conducting this exercise in a hurry may not serve the purpose.


Farrukh commented that keeping serialization outside registry including binding is good. There is a possibility to define the serialization format as an extension of registry schema. For example, a core component could be a subtype of extrinsic object. The registry features of providing URI for registry objects, supporting inheritance, etc can be readily used by the extensions.


Joe mentioned about some related work David Webber has done in the past, and suggested that the same could be an input to this group.


Joe mentioned a worst-case possibility that – CC group may submit to the UN/CEFACT a version, which may be based on assumptions about the RegRep functionalities, all of which may not be valid. Joe raised a question about whose responsibility it would be to verify all the assumptions. The group in general thought that CC being the higher layer, it behooves upon them to ensure that the assumptions are valid. 


Nikola commented to the group that we might see very generic patterns. Example, how do you model UML aggregation, association, etc into RIM. 


There was discussion regarding how to solicit input from other groups in a time-bound manner. The group suggested Kathryn to post a call for participation to the list with: - a> call for sharing/donating any input, b> two weeks of deadline for making the input submission and c> welcome note for interested parties to join the TC’s work.


Farrukh reminded the group and specifically Joe about the public comment from Max Voskvob, which needs a response in addition to what Farrukh posted.

6. RegRep Comments from Paul Teasdale - did anyone address?


Farrukh and Nikola will take care of Paul’s comments.

Kathryn and Farrukh recommended the TC members to subscribe to the comments list.

7. Other issues/items

Farrukh described the current issues list. Most issues have been taken care of. The few remaining issues include – fixing URI to reflect the correct version number, that is, 2.5 instead of 3.0, “fixed size” issue and the WSDL related issue. Farrukh agreed to remind Matt who owns the WSDL related issue.


Joe confirmed with Kathryn about the next steps in publishing a technical note as – a> put the technical note on the TC home page, b> Carol sends an announcement. Joe also suggested Kathryn to notify Robin Cover about the technical note so that it gets covered in the coverpages.com


Paul raised an issue regarding the Kavi software, specifically about the misleading links on the OASIS home page, that are labeled with specification names, where as the links take the user to the TC home page which themselves do not have the documents. Kathryn said this was a known issue and the webmaster is looking into it. 


Suresh mentioned that RosettaNet is investigating the use of ebXML Registry for internal use as dictionary infrastructure.

8. Next meeting

May 1st meeting is cancelled. Next con-call will be held on May 15.


A reminder to the group - the current ballot regarding the “publishing web services” technical note closes on April 30.

