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1 Attendance

Luc took attendance in Hedy’s absence..
	Member Name
	5/27/2003

	Anderson, Steve
	y

	Alban, Hedy 
	 

	Atkinson, Bob
	 

	Bellwood, Tom
	y

	Cahuzac, Maud
	y

	Candadai, Arun
	y

	Chalimeda, Naresh
	y

	Clement, Luc
	y

	Colgrave, John 
	y

	Corda, Dr. Ugo 
	y

	Czimbor, Alexandru
	y

	De Nicola, Mike 
	y

	Dovey, Matthew 
	 

	Felsted, Patrick R. 
	y

	Feygin, Daniel 
	y

	Garg, Shishir 
	 

	Gupta, Rajul
	y

	Hately, Andrew 
	y

	Henry, Brad A.
	y

	Kawai, Aikichi 
	 

	Kibakura, Keisuke
	y

	Lee, Eric
	 

	Lee, Sam 
	y

	Macias, Paul A.
	 

	Parham, Jeff
	y

	Rogers, Tony
	y

	Srivastava, Alok A. 
	y

	Thomas Manes, Anne 
	y

	Thorpe, Paul 
	y

	Triglia, Alessandro
	y

	von Riegen, Claus 
	y

	Voskob, Max
	y

	Zagelow, George
	y


2 Additions to Agenda

Minutes:

None.
3 Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

To approve minutes of 20030506 meeting, located at:  
http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1984/TCMinutes-V1.0-20030506.doc
Minutes:

The minutes were approved with no dissent.

4 Old Business

4.1 Review of AR List

Review and obtain status from AR owners: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_items.php; AR #0001, #0002 and #0005 will be discussed later during the course of the meeting.

4.1.1 AR #0004 Register UDDI scheme with IANA
Background: 

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=91 

Discussion:

Tom will report on progress.

Minutes:

Tom reported that he had had a discussion with Jamie Clark at OASIS.  Jamie is pursuing approval from OASIS on our behalf for the IPR language used in the submission.  Jamie felt it would take a few weeks to gain approval, which is now in progress.   Tom to report further progress at the next meeting.

4.2 Review of CR List

We will review the open items in the CR List posted at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1899/status.htm 

4.2.1 CR-022 / AR #0005 – Service Projection Move

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-022
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1129/uddi-spec-tc-cr022-serviceProjectionWithServiceMove-20020211.doc
	service projection move
	Andrew Hately


Background: 

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=92 

Discussion:

Andrew to have posted an update for our review during this telecon.
Minutes:

Andrew has not completed this item.  We agreed to review it next time.  Andrew to submit this week.  
4.2.2 CR-029 – Last Modified Date Change: Custody Transfer Operation

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-029
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1136/uddi-spec-tc-cr029-relaxcustodytransfer-20030319.doc.doc

	Allow last modified date to change as the result of a custody transfer operation
	Eric Lee




Background:
From the minutes of 20030506:

· Eric posted an update indicating that subscriptions are affected by this CR.
· Sam has subsequently submitted a new CR033 describing how subscription is treated, which effectively separates the issues.

Discussion:

TC to discuss whether any further changes are needed to CR029.  If not, motion that this CR be approved.
Minutes:

This CR was approved for inclusion in the V3 errata bucket with no dissent.
4.2.3 CR-032
	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-032
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1898/uddi-spec-tc-cr-032-valuesetentitykeysasvalues-20030501.doc
	Value set entity keys as values
	John Colgrave


Background:

· The V3 specification describes several Value Sets that can take V3 entity keys as values:

1. uddi-org:owningBusiness_v3

2. uddi-org:isReplacedBy

3. uddi-org:validatedBy

4. uddi-org:derivedFrom

· The proposed solution is for Value Sets that have entity keys as their valid values, to be treated specially and have the entity keys mapped in the same way as the keys of the Value Sets themselves are mapped.  This means that a single keyedReference is valid for both V1/V2 and V3 code and there is no duplication of information required and neither V1/V2 implementations, nor V3 implementations are required to know about keys in the other version.  The fact that they need to be treated specially will be indicated by a new V3 Category System which will be used to declare the fact that some Value Set has entity keys as valid values and, where applicable, which type of entity key is appropriate.
· This CR changes only the V3 specification, and affects multi-version registry implementations.  It removes V3 specific category systems; creates a new uddi-org:entityKeyValues tModel and adds it to the categoryBag for each of these canonical tModels:

· 10.5.1 uddi-org:owningBusiness

· 10.5.2 uddi-org:isReplacedBy

· 10.5.3 uddi-org:validatedBy

· 10.5.4 uddi-org:derivedFrom

· This CR is a co-requisite for the TN on WSDL for V2.  There has been significant discussion already on this CR, though none recent.  We need to continue our discussion of this CR to reach closure since it is not only a blocking issue for completion of our WSDL TN, but also addresses the broader problem.  Please re-review this CR and be prepared to discuss.
Discussion:

John will lead the discussion on this CR.

Minutes:

John felt that this CR is the only way to achieve interoperability between versions 2 & 3 in the specification.  All agreed with striking the duplicative V3 specific tModels, but the V2 versions will need to be taken and included in the spec with their evolved V3 keys.  Luc raised the issue of whether we really should be adding a new tModel for the purposes of identifying that older tModels have been mapped was also raised, from the point of view of whether this can really be considered errata. If we don’t do this though, it may seem mysterious on the part of the registry implementations on how and whether the keys were migrated.  The concern is adding material to the V3 specification.  Another suggestion was that we could use general_keywords instead of a new tModel.   Having a generic form was agreed as being best though.  This can only be done with a new tModel.
Claus’ position was that we need to adopt a complete solution that does not cause others trying to manage key based values trouble later on.  Failing to do so will cause adoption problems.

Regarding errors thrown by improper use of the entityKeyValues categorization set, we should always be throwing E_invalidkey.  

Should we state that the set of valid values is restricted to the set of values controlled by the publisher?  This would force an ownership check upon us.  We agreed that this should instead be done with the owningBusiness tModel.  

John to update the CR to indicate that there is no ordering regarding what checks are done in what order, and to indicate the error thrown as above.   What constitutes a valid key is that it’s currently in the system and that it points to the correct entity for that particular type.   “entityKey” has no key type requirements.  

John to update, ballot for end of week unless other problems are posted.
4.2.4 CR-033

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-033
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1951/uddi-spec-tc-cr033-definitionOfChangeInSubscription-20030506.doc
	Subscription API set allows monitoring of, new, changed and deleted entities. However, there is no clear definition of deleted entities.


	Sam Lee


Background:

This CR was created as a result of comments on CR029.  It adds a definition of when an entity is actually “changed” as follows: 
· For businessEntity, businessService, bindingTemplate, tModel: 
An entity is changed if the modifiedIncludingChildren element of the operationalInfo element of the entity has been changed.

· For publisherAssertion:
A publisherAssertion is changed if the publisher has updated the publisherAssertion via set_publisherAssertions, add_publisherAssertions API.

· For related businessEntity: 
A related businessEntity (related to the business specified in the businessKey argument of find_relatedBusinesses API) is changed if:

1. the related businessEntity is changed, or,

2. at least one of the two reciprocal publisherAssertions that represents the relationship is changed.

The TC will consider this CR and if there are no changes or objections, we will vote on its approval.

Discussion:

Sam will lead the discussion on this CR.

Minutes:

Sam took us through a description of this item.  We have no clear definition of how one knows when an entity is changed.   Sam has spelled out a behavior for this to formalize.   Essentially, it specifices that an entity is changed when the lastModified timestamp is changed.   Similar definition supplied for the publisherAssertions.   
This CR was approved for inclusion in the V3 errata bucket with no dissent.
4.2.5 CR-034

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-034
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2229/uddi-spec-tc-cr034-creatingSelfreferencingTmodels-20030522.doc
	Creating self-referencing tModels.

	Claus von Riegen


Background:

This CR is intended to clarify the correct behavior for when self-referencing tModels are saved in each of several scenarios.  Since a save_tModel API call may contain a sequence of tModels, there are three cases to consider.

(1) a tModel being saved refers to a tModel that is created earlier in the sequence of tModels

(2) a tModel being saved (and created) refers to itself

(3) a tModel being saved refers to a tModel that is created later in the sequence of tModels
This TN would permit (1) and disallow (2) and (3).
Discussion:

Claus will lead the discussion on this CR.

Minutes:

Claus took us through the description of this CR.  Tony would rather we disallow references to any tModels not already in the registry.  The problem here is that it imposes an extra check to do the saves in the registry.  A suggestion was made that we say nodes “MAY” allow (1), but now (2) or (3).  Things like service projections and hosting redirectors would be complicated as well.  
We agreed that the CR needs to be changed to get around the problem by saying that a node MAY permit (1), but MUST disallow (2) and (3).    There is also some confusion in the CR indicating the error condition as E_invalidKey.  It should be E_invalidValue, depending upon whether it’s being used as the category, or as a value in the category.   Need to clarify.  Also note that the entire request may fail, saving the entities separately eliminates the problem.  A similar problem exists with hosting redirector.  

Should we create a recommended policy on which behavior the node supports?  Claus will suggest one.

Claus will change the CR and resubmit.

4.3 Reports from Sub-committees & Discussion of Outstanding Technical Notes & Best Practices

Subcommittee Chairs to report on progress of their work.

4.3.1 "Using WSDL in a UDDI Registry, Version 2" TN Report

Background

The primary gating issue for completion of this TN is resolution of CR032 above. 
Discussion:

· Based upon the outcome of the prior discussion on CR032, the TN will determine the next action to take on the TN.   

· John will identify the list of any remaining issues.

Minutes:

Claus has made some other suggestions outside of CR 32.   The only item still under discussion is whether we should allow one to add extra information into the model.   This item is still under debate.  

4.3.2 AR #0002 / "Understanding Key Partitions" TN Report

Background

This TN is posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1141/uddi-spec-tc-tn-understandingkeypartitions-20030216.doc 

AR:  #0002

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=89 

Discussion:

· From 20030415 telecon minutes: Review started, not far enough along yet. Andrew will take first pass.
· Patrick will provide an update, including on Andrew’s editorial review of the document.  Still need to see revised version posted for TC review.
Minutes:

Andrew has completed an editing pass and posted it, although too late for review at this meeting.  Tony needs to take an editing pass now, and then they need to have a call.  Tony to post on edits by Monday, and Pat to schedule a call in the next 10 days.  

4.3.3 AR #0001 / “Versioning Taxonomy & Identifier Systems” TN Report

Background: 

· Two telecons ago, we discussed with Pat Feldsted the content of the Versioning Taxonomy and Identier Systems Technical Note (http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200301/doc00004.doc). 

AR: #0001

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=88 

Discussion:

· During the last telecon, we decided to add a separate new section to describe V2 behavior.  Pat was to have updated this TN in time for review.
· Patrick will provide an update.

Minutes:

Pat has just submitted his updates based on prior comments.  Tom & Claus to review, and get back to Pat within a week.   Target to post for approval in 10 days.   
4.3.4 External Value Sets Subcommittee

Discussion:

Max will report on subcommittee activities, and on whether he wants this tracked only under V4, or here as well.
Chairs will provide explanation on OASIS IPR policy with regard to contributions.

Minutes:

We moved this discussion to the corresponding V4 items.
4.4 UDDI Version 4

Background:
The List of v4 requirements (last updated 5/25) are posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2248/Requirements%20Summary.xls 

Progress on the following will be sought on the following Requirements:
4.4.1 RQ 011 – RQ 014
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 011 through RQ 014
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1700/uddi-spec-tc-rq011-14-20030421.doc
	Taxonomy Items
	Matthew, Max, Daniel, Demetrios
	5/6


Discussion:

Max will lead discussion on posted Requirements document.
Minutes:

Max has had no feedback on the document.  He consolidated content for all 4 requirements into a single document.   The purpose is to make taxonomies manageable so that anyone can easily create their own systems.   Taxonomies which reside somewhere else require an API to manage those taxonomies.  These can be on the UDDI server, or on a separate Taxonomy server.  Max felt that proceeding further requires resolution of this issue.   Tom’s opinion was that the API is independent of this issue and that the team should address it as a UDDI API set.  Who implements depends on who hosts the taxonomy, but that should not affect what is implemented.  Max will continue with the subcommittee to make progress against this item.  
4.4.2 RQ 019

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 019
	
	Managing stale data
	Eric, Pat
	5/6


Discussion:

Eric will report on progress.
Minutes:

No progress on this item yet.   Luc was asked to request that Eric to get a requirements document in place by next time.
4.4.3 RQ 020

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 020
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1930/uddi-spec-tc-req020-ExtendedFindQualifiersForBags-20030505.doc
	Revisit findQualifiers for bag behavior: 
a) logical operations
b) applicability to some or all bags
	Claus, Daniel, Tom
	5/6


Discussion:

TC discussed this item at last telecon.   Item is on agenda today to allow for any new comments.
Minutes:

Claus indicated he will initiate the draft for a solution document within the next week. 
4.4.4 RQ 016

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 016
	
	Access Control:  by role, entity, action
	Ugo, Andrew John
	5/26


Discussion:

John will report on progress.
Minutes:
Have not started work on this.   They have a starting point from a discussion on the UDDI dev list.  Next time to have posted.
4.4.5 RQ 018

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 018
	
	Improving Trustworthiness: Integration of trust & identity services (e.g., XKMS) into Inquiry API
	Andrew, Tony, Ugo
	5/26


Discussion:

Tony will report on progress.
Minutes:
Tony to get this going.   Will start by e-mail.  
4.4.6 RQ 023

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 023
	
	KeyedReferenceGroup behavioral override – tModel can override default semantics and matching.  Geographic 
	Matthew,
Claus,
Tom
	5/26


Discussion:

Matthew will report on progress.
Minutes:
Document owed for next time.  
5 New Business 

5.1 Format updates to the  Schema Centric Canonicalization spec

Background:
Bob has kindly taken the time to update the Schema Centric Canonicalization spec to match that of the OASIS OASIS UDDI  Spec TC format. In addition to a new cover page and appendix to hold the legal notice, the updates include two new entries to the TOC, updating the revision history and updating the ‘this version’ link.  The latest version can be found at:  http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2227/SchemaCentricCanonicalization-20020710.htm
Discussion:

If there are no objections, chair will entertain motion to post this updated version as our official version at:  http://uddi.org/pubs/SchemaCentricCanonicalization-20020710.htm 
Minutes:

The TC approved this proposal.  Luc to proceed with posting updated version.
5.2 Posting of Common tModels to uddi.org

Background:

Message http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00062.html  proposed the following:

The UBR Operator's Council is considering asking the UDDI Steering Committee to post UBR tModels on UDDI.org. At the same time, the OC discussed the need/desire for the TC/Consortium to have a similar forum and thought that they should consult the TC.

 

To this end, the OC has created a proposed prototype page to be added to the UDDI.org site; please find it attached (to the above message). The prototype suggests the addition of a "Common tModels" navigation link which displays the content of the attached. 

Follow-up threads:

http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00087.html

http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00078.html
Discussion:

TC to discuss and provide an render an opinion to the UDDI Steering Committee.

Minutes:

While the UBR Operator’s Council wants to post on this, there are also a number of other reasons why the TC would want to post theirs and those from others.  Do we want to have a process for what qualifies a tModel for posting?  The consensus was yes.
Key issues remaining include the need to identify the criteria for who would be considered for posting tModels, and for deciding on what would constitute a valid tModel for publication here.   When a value set is being referenced, should the value set itself be posted?   

Where should we publish the tModel?   The UBR is one candidate.  There was no disagreement on publishing these in the UBR.  

Who can recommend a tModel candidate, and who can post?  Luc has suggested guidelines for this being standards bodies, the UBR, etc., but the Steering Committee has ultimate decision.

As for whether the value set itself should be posted - we agreed that having a link on uddi.org to an official location where the value set content is published would be best.  

Luc will make updates to the prototype document and take this to the Steering committee.

5.3 Discussion of taxonomy content

Background:

Max, Matthew and Daniel would like to discuss publishing taxonomy content as an adjunct to the above discussion on posting common tModels to uddi.org.
Minutes:

Item deferred until next time due to lack of time.
5.4 New additions to CR 002

Background:

See discussion in the message at http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00092.html for complete information.   Items are summarized here:
· Typo in uddi:uddi.org:categorization:nodes.  Requires change of the v3 UDDI key value to be "uddi:uddi.org:categorization:nodes"

 

· Section 1.8.4, footnote reference error.  Footnote [3] should refer to "Appendix D" not "Appendix E".  
 

· Section 1.8.2 – Timezone.  "Section 1.8.2 talks about a "new feature" of tracking a contacts timezone in their address. There aren't any specific changes to the address element that I can see to support this, so I [Luc] was assuming this reference to timezone would be a "best practice" kind of thing where you would add the timezone as an address line.  Section D.3 makes no recommendations on how to do this.   The recommendation is to strike section 1.8.2. Please note that UBR Operators are in the process of updating the UBR tModels where this description will be added.
· Section 5.4.1.1 - Ambiguous text in Intra-Node Ownership Transfer.  From Section 5.4.1.1:
Intra-node ownership transfer involves transferring entity ownership from one publisher to another within the same UDDI node.  Usage scenarios for this type of transfer include the following:

·         Businesses or organizational merges:  Multiple organizations need to be consolidated under the control of a single publisher.

·         Domain key generators: One use of ownership transfer is the transfer of ownership of a derived keyGenerator from one publisher to another to enable her or him to publish entities using keys in that domain.

 

In conjunction with ownership transfer, the save_service API can be used to move services (and binding templates) between one business entity and another as described in Section 5.2.17.3 Behavior of the save_service API. Using the save_service call it is possible to move an existing businessService element from one businessEntity to another by simply specifying a different parent businessEntity relationship. Changing a parent relationship in this way causes two businessEntity structures to be changed. Doing so enables the following scenarios:

·         Divestitures: An organization needs to reassign the control of a set of services to two or more publishers.

·         Consolidation of registry entities:  There are multiple entities for a given business that are to be consolidated under a single publisher.

The recommendation is to clarify things by saying that (compared to ownership transfer) the save_xx APIs can be used to move entities between parent entities that are owned by the same publisher.
 

Discussion:

TC to discuss the 4 of these an decide upon whether they should be added to CR002 or warrant separate CR’s.

Minutes:

Item deferred until next time due to lack of time.

5.5 Proposal to add service descriptions to serviceList

Background:

A recent posting by Claus raised as an issue that the description element of the businessService is not included in the serviceList.  A proposal has been made to add it so that results from a find_business and find_service will return this information.  

Current schema:
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Proposed schema:
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Discussion:

TC to discuss the ramifications of making this change.  Issues to be discussed include whether processing and volume of information returned could become burdensome for what is intended to be summary information, and on the impact to clients.  If the TC agrees to pursue this item, this needs to become a CR.
Minutes:

Item deferred until next time due to lack of time.

6 Upcoming Meetings

6.1 Next FTF Date / Location

The selected dates for the FTF are: 22-24 July 2003 in Moscow. The FTF is being hosted by Daniel.  Preferred hotel will be the Renaissance Moscow.
Daniel to answer questions and provide details on how to proceed with travel arrangements. logistic details.

Daniel offered to answer questions.  

Note from the chairs:  If you indicated your participation in the July FTF during the ballot we took, or if you have since decided to attend, PLEASE GET YOU PAPERWORK IN PROCESS NOW!, if you haven’t already.
6.2 Host for Upcoming Telecon

We need a volunteer to host a telecon on June 17.
None volunteered.  Luc will post requesting help here.
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