OASIS Reg/Rep TC Meeting, 02 October 2003.

Attending:

Kathryn Breininger, Boeing Company

Joseph M. Chiusano, Booz Allen Hamilton

Sally Fuger, Individual member

Peter Kacandes, Adobe

Mike Kass, NIST

Mike Kirkwood, Cisco Systems

Paul Macias, LMI

Monica Martin, Sun Microsystems

Carl Mattocks, Individual member

Farrukh Najmi, Sun Microsystems

Paul Spencer, Boynings Consulting Limited

Uday Subbaravan, Sun Microsystems

Nikola Stojanovic, Individual member

Original Agenda:

http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/regrep/200310/msg00004.html
1. Minute taker:

Joe Chiusano to take minutes

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting:

Minutes approved with no corrections

3. Introduction of new member:

We gave a warm TC welcome to new member Mike Kirkwood of Cisco Systems. Mike   

   discussed his work with RosettaNet and his interests in our TC. All TC members       

   introduced themselves and provided a brief background.

4. Brochure - Status:

Carl Mattocks summarized the most recent set of updates to the brochure. The TC  

   members were very complimentary of the work that Carl had done.

Kathryn offered us 2 options regarding voting:

· Take a verbal vote on call

· Vote through Kavi

The TC agreed to a vote on call – consensus was “approve”

The next step is to advance the brochure to OASIS marketing for their review and 

    approval (and adjustment if necessary) – Kathryn will do this [ACTION ITEM – 

    KATHRYN]

Kathryn asked the TC about the next items to work on – we had discussed a user 

   guide and a tutorial

· Farrukh suggested producing case studies first rather than a tutorial

· Carl agreed to be the collector of case studies [ACTION ITEM – CARL]
· Farrukh suggested we speak with Monica, as she’s been collecting case studies

· Carl noted connection with OASIS BCM work – notion of e-business “layers”, use of templates

5. Postings:

Kathryn emphasized that we need to agree as a TC regarding what is/is not 

   appropriate for posting on our home page

Carol Geyer had informed Kathryn that the home page is for the work of our TC; 

   implementations are ok to post, as long as they are “appropriate” press releases and 

   not “vendor-heavy” press releases

We have an “Implementations” section, but it covers only up to version 2.0

Kathryn asked if we have examples or case studies on version 2.1 or 2.5 that we can 

   post

· Joe mentioned that the SAML TC (through Eve Maler) is in the process of collecting implementations, sparked by a recent inquiry by Joe to Eve for a report that he is writing

· Joe sent Eve’s request to the SAML TC to our TC as an example of a format that we could use

· Monica Martin joined call, and stated that she’s been collecting case studies for 2.5 years; some are posted on ebXML.org, and we can link to them

Farrukh pointed out that we would need to work with the Webmaster regarding look 

   and feel of our Implementation section – it’s not consistent with other TC sites

We discussed the distinction between a case study and an implementation  

· Farrukh offered that an implementation is an implementation of our specification, while a case study is an application of an implementation

Farrukh suggested adding a link to our site for “Case Studies”, in addition to 

   implementations; the link could further link to other places such as some on the 

   ebXML.org site

· Kathryn thinks this is fine; she will speak to OASIS about this [ACTION ITEM – KATHRYN] 

Kathryn mentioned the new “Send a Comment” button at top of home page

· The comment listserv now requires subscription, as a measure against spam 
At this point, Paul Spencer walked through his recent e-mail and presentation on his  

   efforts in the UK government

· The Ministry of Defense (MOD) has a large Data Dictionary, which Paul worked on

· He looked at how they could turn the Data Dictionary into something more like a repository of data definitions that could link to the Data Dictionary, and versioning as well

· Paul confirmed that the current registry allows registration to the individual element level

· Farrukh pointed out that versioning should be a high priority for our next release – i.e. a normative definition of how to create and manage versions in the registry when multiple “components” are associated with each other

· Nikola mentioned to Paul the possibility of using Core Components in his efforts

6. Object ref and Registry object discussion (see previous e-mail):

Farrukh explained that this ssue is regarding the RIM schema, in which we have a 

   “RegistryObject” datatype; there is also another  RIM type called “ObjectRefType”,   

   which represents a reference to a RegistryObject

Both types have a commonality between them, but do not current share the same base 

   class

Farrukh suggested adding a common base type (potentially called “identifiable”) with 

   the identity-related attributes; this would simplify the current schema

The TC accepted without objections. Farrukh to make the necessary updates. 

   [ACTION ITEM – FARRUKH]

7. Meta registration service discussion (see previous e-mail):

This is regarding a recent e-mail from Pim van der Eijk 

Carl expressed that it seemed to be a good fit with the federated registries approach

Kathryn received stunned silence from the rest of the TC; she will send the e-mail to 

   the listserv again [ACTION ITEM – KATHRYN]

8. Specs status – where are we?:

Sally reported that the status is currently unchanged, and she will try and find time in 

   the next week to work on the specs

Kathryn would like a timeline on getting v2.5 ready for public comment sometime this 

   Fall

Farrukh would be happy with December, as time is needed to implement some of the 

   most difficult features

Farrukh also needs a volunteer to perform the WSDL updates that Anne Thomas 

   Manes recommended several months ago; if anyone is interested, please contact 

   Farrukh [ACTION ITEM – TC]

Farrukh also asked if Kavi had action item capabilities; Joe said yes, and referred 

   Farrukh to John Evdemon (co-chair, WS BPEL TC) who has been using it in the WS  

   BPEL TC 
9. Face to face meeting?:

Several folks are planning to attend XML 2003; Kathryn will send out an e-mail to take 

   a more formal poll [ACTION ITEM – KATHRYN]

10. CCRIM review – start at S59 (Joe):

Joe walked through the remainder of the Core Components requirements, and their 

   mappings to our registry architecture

Joe expressed that he will need a few months to write the Technical Note – he is 

   aiming for early 2004

Joe mentioned the issue of what the Technical Note should be titled, given the current 
   situation between OASIS and UN/CEFACT. He will revisit this issue again in a few 

   months, to see how the situation develops.
11. Other issues/items:

Sally gave a brief report on the recent UN/CEFACT meetings in Seoul, and how 

   UN/CEFACT is pushing its new “BCF” initiative

The TMG also recently published on their site guidelines for using UMM
There will be an interim TMG meeting in December 
12. Next meeting:

Next meeting will be Thursday, October 16, 2003.










