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1 Attendance

	Member Name
	Company or Organization
	In Attendance

	Atkinson, Bob
	Microsoft
	Y

	Bellwood, Tom
	IBM
	Y

	Cahuzac, Maud
	France Telecom
	Y

	Chalimeda, Naresh
	Tata Consultancy Services
	N

	Clement, Luc
	Microsoft
	Y

	Colgrave, John 
	IBM
	N

	Corda, Dr. Ugo 
	SeeBeyond Technology
	N

	Czimbor, Alexandru
	OSS Nokalva
	N

	De Nicola, Mike 
	Fujitsu
	N

	Dhesiaseelan, Arulazi
	Hewlett-Packard
	N

	Dovey, Matthew 
	Individual
	N

	Felsted, Patrick R. 
	Novell Inc.
	N

	Feygin, Daniel 
	Unitspace
	Y

	Garg, Shishir 
	France Telecom
	Y

	Gupta, Rajul
	OSS Nokalva
	N

	Hately, Andrew 
	IBM
	Y

	Henry, Brad A.
	Individual
	Y

	Kawai, Aikichi 
	NTT
	N

	Lee, Eric
	Microsoft
	Y

	Lee, Sam 
	Oracle
	N

	Macias, Paul A.
	LMI
	Y

	Parham, Jeff
	Microsoft
	N

	Rogers, Tony
	Computer Associates
	Y

	Srivastava, Alok A. 
	Oracle
	N

	Thomas Manes, Anne 
	Individual
	Y

	Thorpe, Paul 
	OSS Nokalva
	N

	Triglia, Alessandro
	OSS Nokalva
	N

	von Riegen, Claus 
	SAP AG
	Y

	Voskob, Max
	Individual
	Y

	Wu, Zhe (Alan)
	Oracle
	Y

	Zagelow, George
	IBM
	Y


2 Additions to Agenda

No additions
3 Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

Motion to approve the minutes 8/12 Telecon meeting which are posted at: 
http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3185/TCMinutes-V1.0-20030812.doc
Minutes:

Minutes approved.
4 Upcoming Meetings

4.1 Host for Upcoming Telecon

We need a volunteer to host the 23 Sep 03 Telecon.
Minutes:

Telecon

Hosting the 23 Sep Telecon: Rajul Gupta (OSS) will host the call
FTF

We discussed the need to hold an FTF. Paul Macias volunteered LMI’s location in Washington D.C.  Max Voskob also volunteered to host it in New Zealand. Tom will post a ballot for additional volunteers and preferences.
Tentative timing discussed is 1st week in Oct. or last week of Oct. or 1st week of Nov. in the US.

5 Old Business

5.1 Review of AR List

Review and obtain status from AR owners:
5.1.1 Update to the “Value Set Versioning” TN - AR 0001

	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  

	Update Value Set Versioning TN
	Claus von Riegen
	Open
	31 Apr 2003
	31 Aug 2003
	


Claus posted a revision of the "Providing a Value Set for Use in UDDI Version 3" TN. It accomplishes the need to call out how key-based value sets are published and validated (iaw CR-032). 
From the 8/12 telecon, Claus von Riegen took ownership of this TN and indicated it would be ready for review at the 9/02 telecon. 
Minutes:

· Claus posted the updated version last Friday, which didn’t go out to the list, unfortunately.   What’s been updated is the section on Update Entities web service.  

· This service updates entities from one value set version to another.  It doesn’t update the registry content itself it just proposes updates which may later be published in a UDDI node.

· Claus differentiated between support needed for V2 vs. V3, since they are different in both data modeling as well as namespace.

· Claus included diagrams with detailed descriptions and an XML schema and tModel definitions.

· Section 2.5 (Examples) now includes examples for how isReplacedBy tModel is used in subsequent versions of value sets, and also an example of how to use the Update Entities web service.

· Claus has completed his work and requested all to review 

· All members need to review this note and provide commentary.   Claus wants to publish this in the UBR as well.

· TODO – come to next meeting ready to vote.

5.1.2 Update to the “Key Partitions” TN - AR 0002

	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  

	Update Key Partitions TN
	Tony Rogers
	Open
	23 Apr 2003
	31 Aug 2003
	


From the last meeting, Tony Rogers took ownership of this TN.  Andrew suggested we may want to delay this TN and rework it to include a number of useful scenarios.  This sort of rewrite would take significant work and time though.  Otherwise, it could be reviewed soon, but would require people to come up with their own scenarios.  Tony and Andrew will close on where they want to take this (publish in current form, or do significant rework), and report on it at the 9/2 Telecon.
Minutes:

Tony has not been able to make progress on this TN. He will do so before the next meeting. Target date is 9/12. 

5.1.3 Request namespaces, URLs and Keys from ebXML Joint Committee - AR 0007

	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  

	Request namespaces, URLs... Components"
	Luc Clement
	Open
	23 Jun 2003
	08 Jul 2003
	


Luc to report on progress from the ebXML JC.

Minutes:

· Feedback at this point from Luc is that the JC has looked at the document.  We have a copy of their initial work.  There was further discussion required on a couple of the URLs.  This is in progress. Luc wants to allow the JC to complete it’s deliberations on this. 

· With regard to keys and namespaces, Luc believes they will accept what we’ve proposed as is, but has requested confirmation, with no answer yet.

· Luc would like to close this month.

· Luc to share details with Daniel for AR 0011
5.1.4 Update ebXML TN based on ebXML TC feedback – AR 0011

	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  

	Update ebXML TN based on...TC feedback.
	Daniel Feygin
	Open
	23 Jun 2003
	15 Sept 2003
	


Daniel agreed to update the text of the TN based on the input provided by Paul Macias on behalf of the ebXML RegRep TC - see http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200307/msg00025.html.

Note to Daniel: I (Luc) would propose you do this as part of the edit pass resulting from the input we receive from the ebXML JC and TC's which are currently reviewing and providing input on namespaces, URLs and keys

TC to decide on disposition date for this item based on discussion for AR 0007 above.

Minutes:

Item remains open until AR 0007 is completed. We are waiting for results from Luc.

5.1.5 v2 Standard Errata Process – AR 0014

	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  

	v2 Standard Errata Process
	Luc Clement
	Open
	06 Aug 2003
	15 Sep 2003


Background 
Two CRs (Service Projection Move - CR-022 and “Sort order of second level elements in a Find Business API response is currently undefined” – CR-037) propose an update to the v2 spec that would require an erratum to a spec that is now an OASIS Standard. OASIS does not have a clearly defined errata process for OASIS Standards. We discussed and agreed that we would issue a v2 errata document that would collect v2 erratum and having the status of a committee spec. This document would be posted separately from the v2 specs. Each addition to the errata document would be voted on individually with Committee Specification voting rules applying. This would require a slight alteration to the last bullet of the TC’s errata process (http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/process/uddi-spec-tc-process-20021212.htm#_Toc27444262).

Luc will discuss progress on agreeing on errata process with OASIS.
Minutes:

Luc did not make progress on this item. Deferred to the next meeting.

5.1.6 Reformat IANA submission updates from OASIS – AR 0015

	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  

	Reformat IANA submission...s from OASIS
	Andrew Hately
	Open
	07 Aug 2003
	29 Aug 2003


Andrew needs to take Jamie's updates to our submission and reformat them to make the submission obey the standard format required by IANA.  From the last telecon, Andrew indicated that it looks like one of the changes proposed by OASIS may derail the submission, so we have to investigate whether this is really so, or if there’s another way around it.  
Andrew will report on progress.
Minutes:

· Andrew has done the formatting for this.  He’s also checked other RFC’s and with IBM’s IETF rep.  OASIS created a new option, which he has integrated in their preferred format.   Andrew feels this is ready to send back to Jamie at OASIS.

·  was also a change of authors to be Karl, rather than Andrew.  
· The TC thinks that the change controller listed should not be Karl but rather a TC member, i.e. the Author and Change Controller should be in the OASIS UDDI TC.  We want to be sure that any technical feedback comments come back directly to the TC.  

· Tom will forward the document to Jamie and Karl including our concerns wrt the change controller noted above.
5.2 Errata

5.2.1 V3 CR List

So far, Tony has been the lone ranger in reviewing the V3.0.1 specification.   Thank you, Tony.   The editors will work though the suggested changes and integrate them as appropriate.  So far, all of the changes suggested could be classified as editorial in nature – any disagreements?   If this remains true for the remainder of the feedback we receive, then a vote will be called once a disposition of the submitted items is completed.   Otherwise, a second (probably 2 week) review period will be opened.  Current review period ends on 9/13.
Minutes:

· Tony’s controversial issue on key generation directions in the spec.   Tony has gotten through it now with some feedback from John Colgrave.   Tony was asked to post suggested changes for the wording of this section for consideration by the TC.  

· The editors are giving Tony a copy of the document to make changes in with revision marks.  This will save the editors much time.  Luc is sending Tony the document.

· Tony will post the result as a Word document for review by everyone.

5.3 Spec/Standard Interop Demo at XML 2003

The team to pursue this demo is being coordinated by Claus von Riegen.   We need to feed back to OASIS as soon as possible regarding our intention to do a demo, and the format we believe it will take in order to reserve adequate space.   
Claus will report on progress.

Minutes:

Claus presented the proposal which has been developed for this conference.  Details included here for your convenience:

Technical deployment model 

The scenario involves at least 3 UDDI registries and at least 2 UDDI client applications so that at least six interactions can be demonstrated. This demonstrates the need for the UDDI standard and demonstrates that all clients and servers conform to the UDDI specification.

UDDI Version 2 is demonstrated. Eventually, the "Using WSDL in a UDDI registry" TN, Version 2 is demonstrated. 

Business scenario 

A supply chain scenario is demonstrated (see attached diagram). The UDDI clients are part of purchasing applications (representing different companies from a certain industry, e.g. car manufacturers), the UDDI registries are part of private exchanges (representing communities from different industry verticals, e.g. tire industry, plastics industry, paintings industry). The basic assumption is that the car manufacturers have a business relationship (as a customer) with the private exchanges so that they can use their (UDDI) services.

The car manufacturers use the UDDI inquiry APIs that are provided by the private exchanges to 

  a) discover updated information about their known suppliers and the Web services they use and 

  b) dynamically discover new suppliers and their Web services. 

The second use case is more appropriate in the early steps of the overall supply chain, such as for using Web services to request product catalogs, including terms and conditions for offered products. It can be used, for example, to demonstrate dynamic aggregation of product catalogs (provided that the catalogs are accessible over the same Web service type, a.k.a. tModel). The queries are parameterized by the product type, and/or Web service type in order to find suitable suppliers and Web services. The category systems and Web service types may be specific to the industry vertical of the different UDDI registries and may also indicate additional characteristics, such as whether the Web services are in test or production mode.

The scenario also covers the UDDI publication API in that the automotive suppliers each have a business relationship (as a supplier) with some of the private exchanges so that they can use their (UDDI) services to update information about themselves and the Web services they offer. In particular, updates are demonstrated that make the suppliers' UDDI registrations visible to the manufacturers' inquiries, e.g. by categorizing the businessEntity accordingly
Additional comments:

· Proposal: The team wrote up a usage scenario which explains the need for this deployment model, and how it can be used in multiple business scenarios. Claus believes that they have produced a proposal that can be taken forward to OASIS for use with IDEAlliance for reserving a spot with the conference.  Claus wants to focus on sending in our description first.  Luc commented that internal feedback is that the scenario should be less B2B related and more enterprise user driven.  Claus feels that the scenario description doesn’t have to be cast in stone and what he’s primarily focused on as a first step is locking down the deployment model. Claus also indicated that the actual consumption/use of the Web service itself is not the focus of the demo. We need to send what we have to OASIS management as soon as possible in order to secure facilities.
· Meta data: The demo will need some value sets specific to the scenario.  We want to enforce the importance of reification via meta data

· Venue: Claus touched on the venue. Claus indicated that their preference for the venue will be a presentation room.  OASIS is finding out what will actually be offered. Luc suggested doing both a presentation and a booth.

· Cost: On the matter of cost, presenters do not have to pay for the conference. The matter of paying for the booth and conference facilities is still TBD.  From a costs perspective, the companies presenting may have to share the cost of the space.   OASIS is looking at what would be the charge.

· Conclusion: The TC agreed to send the proposal as is to Dee Schur to reserve space for us.   There now appear to be 4 companies participating as well, given that UnitSpace is showing interest in participating.  Submission should state that the matter of funding still needs to be discussed.   Claus will submit to Dee.

5.4 New OASIS TC FAQ Pages

Anne volunteered to prepare an FAQ for our TC’s page in response to Carol Geyer’s request to send completed FAQ to support@oasis-open.org before 25 Aug for posting to the TC’s page. The FAQ will include:

· What is the need for this specification?

· Who should be involved in this development?

· Who will benefit from this work and how?

· How does this work compare with related efforts at other standards organizations?

· When will this specification be completed?
Anne Thomas Manes volunteered to do this.  Her target for review is the 9/2 telecon, with the intention that we close by 9/9.

Anne will report on progress.  
Minutes:

· Working on it.  Not done yet.  Anne is transposing text from the current uddi.org site to accomplish this.  

· Anne also intends to cast the UBR as the definitive registry for standards.

· Luc had asked for an extension to this deadline to 9/13.  

· Anne to post, TC to provide feedback before next meeting. 

5.5 UDDI Version 4

For this meeting, we will focus on RQ 016 (Access Control) and RQ 018 (Improving Trustworthiness). Find below notes from the FTF that we can use to engage in this discussion.
5.5.1 RQ 016 – Access Control

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)

	RQ 016
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2990/uddi-spec-tc-req016-acls-20030704.doc
	Access Control:  by role, entity, action
	Ugo, Andrew John


Discussion
Several actions came out of our last telecon (please see minutes from 8/12 meeting for full details):

· Anne agreed to help out with fleshing out use cases for this requirement.  We need to identify the minimum level of capability needed.

· John Colgrave to flesh out the scenarios for restricting access to a set of entities related to a project; implementing a virtual registry within a single registry; and, leasing access or providing digital rights.
· Andrew was to document the details of problems with the write-access scenarios and post prior to this meeting.  Further detailed discussion to occur during this meeting.  Please review minutes from last meeting and postings prior to the call.
Andrew will walk us through the updates.
Minutes:

· Andrew has posted an updated version from last time, but hasn’t had time to develop the scenarios further.   

· Anne has some additional information on Access Control.   Andrew will set up another call to discuss this.  Anne, Luc, Tony and John will have a call around the end of next week (Thurs 11 Sep, 2pm PST) to discuss development of this item further. TC members welcome – please send email indicating interest given the need to reserve a sufficient number of telephone lines.
· Some of these scenarios on the write access side involve restricting people to only be able to modify a subset.  E.g., restrict people from modifying certain parts of an entity – like contact information.  We can either work through a solution to make this independently modifiable – something like a “contact projection”, OR last week Bob mentioned that if you have multiple authors – you end up with read/write block scenarios, which are more of a document management issues since multiple people can write using the same API.  This is a bigger issue than the access control issue.  Do we want to tackle this issue?  Should it be split off into a separate requirement?    For now we decided to keep this in with this requirement.  

· Luc will review the doc, but may have a situation where one has multiple threads of a publisher client.   No one has a good use scenario for this, so it will remain a note at this point.

5.5.2 RQ 018 – Improving Trustworthiness

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)

	RQ 018
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3011/uddi-spec-tc-req018-trustworthyQuery-20030704.doc
	Improving Trustworthiness: Integration of trust & identity services (e.g., XKMS) into Inquiry API
	Andrew, Tony, Ugo


Discussion
The problem we’re trying to solve is to allow a client to get trustworthy data as quickly as possible with as little effort on their part as possible.

· The following paraphrases the referenced requirement’s document developed during the FTF meeting.  Current mechanisms include:

1. The first mechanism is the use of keyedReferences in identifierBag; these are weak assertion of identity corresponding to an external system.  There is also the checked value-set (identity system) capability.  No audit capability exists.

2. The second is the use of digital signatures, together with client’s use of well known algorithms/PKCS and XKMS.  This is not integrated though in UDDI.

3. Control of publication via registry policy.

· We could enhance the above capabilities by:

1. Defining a service to validate identifiers; this still puts burden of use on client.

2. Incorporating Digital Signature Services (DSS – OASIS) into inquiry APIs to keep client from having to do a lot of work to check the signatures. 

3. Formalizing UDDI registry as trust authority such as declaring access control with message signing/SSL to associate the registry with the messaging query results.

· This requirement seems most useful in a public or semi-public registry scenario.  It saves having to force clients to do all the validation of signatures.

· One concern expressed was whether the registries SHOULD become trust authorities.

· It was suggested that we create a canonical “trust” tModel.  

Actions from the FTF
· We need to expand the detailed scenarios.  

· Luc is interested in expanding on these.

· Andrew to review with team members, update and repost for the next telecon.

Tony and Andrew will walk us through updates/details on this requirement.

Minutes:

· Tony took another look at this requirement and made some updates.  We need some additional fresh scenarios from Luc.  

· Updates have been reposted.

· Next meeting on Thursday 9/18 @ 2pm PST to discuss this.  Luc will host this call.   Please post to the list your interest in attending.
· Daniel has previously mentioned creating canonical trust tModels.   What scenario requires this?

· Andrew to call Daniel to clarify. 

5.5.3 RQ 011 - 014 – Taxonomy Items

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)

	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


Discussion
At the Moscow FTF, Max presented on this requirement.  Additional details on the scenarios of these requirements were requested and Max took the todo to make updates and repost.   We will review this item as time permits during the 9/2 telecon.

Max will lead the discussion.

Minutes:

Max has posted the revised requirements document at http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200309/msg00003.html.  Max walked us through his proposal:
· He stated that his current analysis seems to indicate that we only need two new functions to support the taxonomy requirements.

· According to Max, the client doesn’t require API changes – use what already exists. Uploading a taxonomy to a server probably DOES require new API though. Same for validating taxonomies.

· We should select a standard on how a taxonomy should be described.  Each different one selected presents different issues and requirements. Max felt that Topic Maps fits well with all the requirements here.
· Max still wants to simplify the document and add issues for each of the use cases.
Action Items: All
· Please review section 2.8 on Format of Taxonomy description language specifically.  GO through these.
Open Issues:
· What does i18N in this table mean?  Max feels it’s an issue of localization.

6 New Business 

No new business.
7 Adjournment
We adjourned the meeting at 14:50.
OASIS UDDI Spec TC
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