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Approved minutes from last call.

Compatibility matrix status

Dale: CPP/A sent in entries to Abu, have not heard back other than an acknowledgement  of receipt

Ian:  Messaging hasn’t done yet.  Have been focusing on spec vote and comment that needs to be resolved.

Kathryn:  Reg/Rep brought up at recent telcon, will bring up again tomorrow.  Have a group of references in spec wrt what they need to be compatible with, but need to review.

Dale:  Anyone from IIC?  (no IIC representative present)

W3C WSAWG harvesting of information from other specs.  

Dale:  If we have a reply wrt security architecture we should send as a unified response.

Karl:  Hal Lockert is the OASIS W3C WSAWG rep, so we should funnel any response through him.

Dale:   Security architecture WP (security risk analysis), produced after Vienna meeting, had a number of features.  Not all have been added to CPP/A, but some have (e.g., negotiating PKI infrastructure).  Reg/rep has a paper or survey out regarding their approach to security.

Ian:  What is the background on the WSAWG request?

Dale:   WSAWG in a phase of evaluating other approaches to WS structure, definition and function so they can build their architecture.  They are soliciting other groups for information.

Ian:  Hasn’t seen anything posted directly to the messaging list on their behalf.

Karl and Dale:  Will send the WSAWG request to the JC.

(General discussion on whether pointing them to the risk assessment doc is enough – anything in the message service spec that needs to be detailed out, e.g., security appendix, etc.).

Ian:  Maybe the people who worked on the risk assessment doc should be the contact points for this feedback.

Dale:  Will draft a reply and send out to the JC for review in the next week or so.

AOB

Dale:  Any need for ebXML to interact with any of the other newly developed TCs, such as WS-Security?

Karl:  If you do decide there is, let him know and he will set up the interaction.

Dale:  Would like to see some technical discussion for the reasons – pro and con – for the approach WS-Security taking vs. the approach taken by ebXML messaging to DSIG (totally different style of doing signatures).  Might be worthwhile to have a messaging volunteer take a look at WS-Security and report back on it.  CPP/A may have to provide for configuration of all the supportable options.  

Dale:  Update on UCC / OAG BSI effort:  Meeting scheduled Aug 15 – submitted to the shopping cart as a requirement of 8.1 OAG BOD spec.   Topic will be broached with core components, need to talk with UBL as well.  Is there a recommendation on a UBL contact?

Karl:  Start with Jon Bosak, the Chair, and he can recommend a technical expert inside the TC.

Dale:  UCC and RosettaNet merging.    Impetus is underlying economics.  Made sense to reduce costs and combine efforts.  

