
Minutes of CPPA Negotiation Conference Call Nov. 5, 2003
Attendees:  Martin Sachs, Monica J. Martin, Neelakantan Kartha, Himagiri Mukkamala, Sacha Schlegel
Marty asked if the Messaging TC had resolved the question of whether to prohibit packaging of signals with messages.  Monica will try to find out.

Discussion of new draft specification
· Section 9.2, CollaborationRole element (Negotiability) 
Monica pointed out that roles and business process are outside the scope of negotiation. This could be a discussion item between the PB TC and CPA Negotiation SC.
Marty gave an example: A CPP may have both buyer and seller properties.  Currently the two parties must decide offline who will be the buyer and who will be the seller before they begin to negotiate the CPA. 

Sacha gave a stock broker example where the stock broker plays both roles for a given customer. With CPA composition, the party that is composing the CPA selects his party information and role. The CPA composition tool then checks to see if it finds the opposite role in the other CPP while composing a CPA template. Marty asked if this stock broker plays both roles for a given customer. Hima suggested that the proper role would then be identified. Marty said that if I can both buy and sell, we should be able to get to a CPA.

· Section 9.7.1, Trust Anchor and Certificate Alignment 
Monica said that we need to indicate at what level we accommodate security and a trust model and their negotiability elements. Three levels of security (there may be more) are:

·     Business intent

·     BPSS

·     Software expression

· Section 8.4, Security (in NCPA)
Monica suggested that we clarify that this section is Security of the Negotiation Protocol (augment title).

· Section 10.3, Composition of an NDD for a CPA Template and 10.4, Explanation of Contents of NDD
Monica asked if a fatal incompatibility is always a given if a negotiable item is not agreed upon. Could we in the future determine incompatibility via an algorithm or as a preference/priority of a negotiable item? Marty agreed to add this topic to the futures document. Sacha suggested that if incompatibilities are discovered while composing a CPA Template, indicate them in the NDD.  The CPA Template and NDD are very important in indicating very early why a failure may occur. Failures are more likely if the NDD is not public or they did not complete the documents before attempting to negotiate.
Simplification of Negotiation
Monica suggested using WSPL for enumerations in the NDD or policy structures referenced in CPA negotiation. WSPL is a profile for Web services being developed by the XACML TC. Monica provided a draft which is attached to the message conveying these minutes.
Futures document

Marty will soon distributed an updated Futures document which will include some of the points discussed in this meeting.
ebXML Business Process TC

Monica said that we have an opportunity to work with the BP TC on joint issues. She suggested discussing the following with the BP TC.
· Role reversal: Bring the CPA negotiation requirements to BP TC.

In the negotiation draft specification, different role names were put in different business transactions because of possibly duplicated names (for parties in a business collaboration).

In addition, in the final document phase (final part of the negotiation), there could be multiple requests applied to that final transaction. This cannot be handled currently in BPSS.
Sacha asked why we use two binary collaborations for negotiation. Hima explained that this is the only way to switch roles with the current BPSS definition. We keep interchanging the initiator and receiver roles as they alternate issuing counter offers. There was no way to represent the state transition in the BPSS in its current form except by using a different binary collaboration depending on which party initiated the counter offer.

· Nested collaboration where inner may not return to the outer collaboration. 
There is an implicit agreement that the inner collaboration will always return to the outer collaboration. This is normally true but may not be the case where a failure occurs in the inner collaboration. This failure causes the outer binary collaboration to fail and therefore causes the negotiation to fail. Also, if there is an impasse, negotiation ends. This may lead to requirements in the future for BP the BP TC.

· Indication of a signed CPA
The fact that a signed CPA isn’t indicated in the BPSS instance document has been questioned. Hima explained that this is determined by the current BPSS definition and said that the BP team will take this up.

It was agreed to have future conference calls every two weeks.  The next call will be November 19. Marty will announce the specific call dates right after this meeting.

It was agreed that everyone should complete reviewing the draft by January 2.

The call was adjourned at 3:55 PM US Eastern time.

Post-meeting comment by Marty:  In editing these minutes, I discovered that the minutes of the July 30, Aug. 27, and October 8 conference calls do not have the correct dates in the footers.  The dates in the titles are the correct dates.

Respectively submitted,
Monica J. Martin
Minutes.05Nov03.doc

11/7/2003 10:44 PM
3
2
Minutes.05Nov03.doc






11/7/2003 11:05 PM

