OASIS Reg/Rep TC Meeting, 18 December 2003.

Attending:

Zack Alexander
Individual member

Kathryn Breininger
Boeing Company

Sally Fuger
Individual member (AIAG)

Peter Kacandes
Adobe

Mike Kirkwood
Individual member

Paul Macias
LMI

Carl Mattocks
Individual member (CheckMe)

Farrukh Najmi
Sun Microsystems

Duane Nickull
Adobe

Nikola Stojanovic
Individual member

1. Minute taker:

· Mike Kirkwood to take minutes

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting:

· Minutes approved with no corrections

3. Introduction of new member:

· Zack Alexander
4. Report on XML2003:  (Farrukh, Peter, Carl, Joe) 
Farrukh: Discussion on CAM, “Component Assembly Mechanism”, and ability to assemble schemas from fine grained into larger.  Provides or uses declarative control over assembly.  Suggestion: work with CAM closely to provide vocabulary assembly capabilities, which is another kill app for registry.  Question: where to use CAM?  Note: Adobe keynote focused on ebXML registry and brought in ebXML topic.
Duane: Has used a stripped down version, helped use it to correlate information together from multiple schemas (or perhaps schemlets) and a binding capability for design and core components together for design time to join metadata entries and create a meta-meta level document.  Recommendation: look at capability from a full architecture level, as integration with registry may require extensions, reductions, or a different approach to CAM.   Note: CAM can output XML Schema and others, for example eForms. Note: the enumerated list of output types is one issue in using this approach, since the type must be declared in MIME type for many systems.
Peter: Questions on Adobe & YellowDragon.  HL7 and NIST using and advancing demo and being demonstrated in HIMMS (Healthcare Information Management and M? Conference)

Action: Duane to send document describing CAM.  

Action: Follow-up further on CAM and possible approaches in next meeting.
Action: Carl to follow-up with short report in email.

Action: Peter to send final version of documents and convert to PDF view for Kathryn to post to web.
5. eGov Liaison
· The eGov TC met, and also approved Farrukh as the official liaison between the two TCs.  Farrukh’s report out: Not much different to report on eGov.  Related: WSRP call provided an outline for a paper in WSRP TC to show how to use ebXML to discover portlet and related artifacts.  Was very well received.  Papers to look at both publish and discovery of WSRP artifacts will be developed.
6. Slots - InternationalString, Slot order
· Farrukh summary:  Slot has name and collection of values.  It was decided to increase that value size (128) to 256.  In process, it was discussed that they were also not localizable.  Suggestion was to make them “localization strings” to enable both at same time.  Other issue was order of slots in the values of slots, suggestion was to make slot list ordered.  Text could be added in the spec regarding slots to make it an ordered solution.  Use case from Joe that created discussion came from his activities to map RIM, Core Components and other standards.
· Question, does each one need to know what order number it is.  In this case, not in the suggestion, they are flagged to know whether they are ordered.  
· Question: does international string impact registry (UTF-16)?  Impact is positive: since now interoperability increases across them.  Question: Order of slots must be preserved in a federation scenario, if in federated case the order is a replicated object.
· Vote: International Strings - Passed.  None opposed.

· Vote: Slot Order - Passed.  None opposed
· Additional discussion: Cardinality for some values is required, should it be here as well?  Farrukh: Question of approach.  Does it make sense to consider nested slots?  Nikola: another opportunity to enable Associations with slots or further areas of functionality.  Some or more of this could be deferred to Semantic Web discussions.
· Action: continue a thread on this for a bit, and bring it up through the email list.
7. Semantic Web subcommittee proposal (Farrukh)
· On 12/6 proposal was posted.  One suggested name for the subcommittee is Semantic Web Alignment Subcommittee.  Other suggestions are Semantic Web Content Management subcommittee or Semantic Web Capability subcommittee.
· Nikola: Content term isn’t broad enough, need to include Web Services somehow.  Semantic Web Alignment.
· Mike: Semantics Web Capability might be better or more focused than Alignment
· Carl: Alignment is hard because of speed and evolution of industry.  Content bounds the solution further and perhaps focuses more.
· Zack: Semantic teams may want to see agent capabilities focused on, vs. Services. 
· Farrukh: We will not just focus on the Services.
· Farrukh: Charter: Focus on aligning with web language descriptions, such as RDF and OWL.  
· Carl: bring understanding on capabilities and expectations for this technology.  
· Farrukh: Adds inference and ability to get more granular than, for example, a Google search.
· Farrukh: Focus of group is to determine best approach to move forward

· Carl: Agent-based capability is one application, not only application of semantic approach.
· Zack: Ability to determine, create, and read logic to enable self-evaluation capabilities.  Also consider FIPA: “Foundation for Intelligent Physical Agents”.  One thing to consider is the ability to see agents working across domains, which is large challenge currently.  Benefit of content approach.  For integration, building ontology for integration of standards is an approach.  This would allow agent to have function to enable it to map ways to communicate to objects in other environments.  Possible capability to use this in the registry
· Carl: Will address cardinality, is in scope.
· Farrukh: Deliverables:  First, High-Level Overview in Slide Format.  Focus on overall integration with TC mission, plus key findings.  Next: High-Level Architecture Overview.  Next: Paper: Semantic Content Management in the ebXML Registry.
· Farrukh:  Need to consider extending content management.  Needs to get further adoptions to get vendor support.   Focus on showing capability for content management, would focus this discussion and team is very important for overall strategic focus.
· Zack: Agent support and integration is strong opportunity.

· Vote: Semantic Content Management Subcommittee is name voted in as name of sub-committee.  Semantic Content Management, Semantic Web Capability.  
· Action: Ballot will be put to team to approve Semantic Content Management Committee, the vote extended to January 5 instead of 7 days to take holidays into consideration.
8. Query subcommittee/Discovery subcommittee discussion
· Postponed until next meeting.
9. Forum 2004 (China)
· Email sent out as reminder to team members.  Question, do they fund speakers?
· Action: Kathryn to ask them if there is funding for speakers.
10. Possible ebXML TC Joint meeting in April:

· Discussion started, meeting may be April 5, or April 25 in Memphis or New Orleans.  Interest from TC?  Question, anyway it could be in conjunction with XML Europe?  Is a bigger, well-known conference.
· Action: Kathryn to send suggestion for XML Europe, but also to communicate that there is team interest.
11. Other issues/items:

· Kathryn to compile and send specs version 2.1 package to Karl Best in January for OASIS membership to vote on to approve as OASIS standards.
· Issue holding up 3.0 is having 3 implementations

· Other issue holding up 3.0 is WSDL and Farrukh looking for assistance if known of people who know about WSDL.
· Sally to work on version 2.5 specs a bit over Christmas break.  
12. Next meeting:
· January 8th, 1:30-3:30 PST.
