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[08:50] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Welcome back to the 2nd day (July 27, 2012) of the OData TC F2F meeting.
[08:51] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Dial-in details: https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/download.php/46401/TC%20meeting%20dial-in%20details.htm. Meeting starts @ 9am PT.
[08:57] anonymous morphed into Giovanni Bartolomeo
[08:59] Barbara Hartel: Updated agenda for today is available in the calendar entry https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/manage/modify_event.php?day=&event_id=33265
[09:00] Stefan Drees (individual): @Barbara: You do not have sufficient permissions to modify this event on the calendar for this workgroup.
[09:00] Giovanni Bartolomeo: sure
[09:02] Giovanni Bartolomeo: sorry, which presentation are you showing now?
[09:03] anonymous morphed into Matt Borges (SAP)
[09:03] anonymous1 morphed into Pablo Castro (Microsoft)
[09:06] Barbara Hartel: @Stefan: Can you please explain? Thx
[09:06] Stefan Drees (individual): @Barbara: Sorry, the link needs more then plain member rights due to the modify_ in it
[09:06] Stefan Drees (individual): It is ok. I will look at the original URL
[09:07] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): is there a slide deck for this discussion?
[09:08] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): The link for the presentation is at: https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/download.php/46561/OData%20Extension%20for%20XML%20Data%20v1.0.doc
[09:09] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): thanks
[09:09] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Slide deck: https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/download.php/46564/20120727%20OData%20Extension%20for%20XML%20Data.pdf
[09:10] Barbara Hartel: Ok. I got the problem. I just copied past my link after changing, so that caused the problem. This link should work https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/event.php?event_id=33265
[09:10] Giovanni Bartolomeo: thx
[09:13] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): On slide 5
[09:17] Stefan Drees (individual): @Barbara: Yes. All well and working. Thanks.
[09:22] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): are we adding these XML Query extensions with equivalent through out other extensions? Or will this extension have unique properties?
[09:24] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Chris, is that a question to the speaker? Are you able to ask the question on the telephone?
[09:25] Pablo Castro (Microsoft): One area we need to explore is how we&apos;ll handle namespaces in queries. Typically XML documents use namespaces and the resulting XQuery statements are complicated because all the XML namespace prefixes. Having something like defaults may be a good feature to make URLs simpler and shorter.
[09:29] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): Ram yes question to speaker
[09:33] Giovanni Bartolomeo: @Pablo - To report namespace prefixes, XCAP uses a XPointer expression from the xmlns() scheme. Maybe this could be useful in OData too?
[09:34] Anil: why can&apos;t the filter expression be based on simple XPath expressions?
[09:35] Anil: substringof(&apos;marketing&apos;, xpath(resume, &apos;//jobHistory&apos;))
[09:36] Anil: essentially.. xpath is like a function.. can be used in conjunction with other OData string functions etc.
[09:36] Pablo Castro (Microsoft): In general when we discuss extensions that affect both URLs (for query formulation) and data that goes into resposnes, it would be great to have both in presentations for discussions.
[09:39] Pablo Castro (Microsoft): Thanks @Giovanni, I&apos;ll read up on XCAP/XPointer, maybe there&apos;s something we can use there
[09:42] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): +1 with Pablo&apos;s comment
[09:46] Giovanni Bartolomeo: here is a ref: http://tools.ietf.org/html/rfc4825 section 6.4. "Namespace Bindings for the Selector"
[09:56] Susan Malaika - IBM uploaded file: 2012-07-27.OData.JSON.Extensions.v01.pdf|892
[09:57] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): we hear it on phone
[10:04] Pablo Castro (Microsoft): In the example in the previous slide you had find_string but inside there was a predicate not a string-access expression. Was that on purpose?
[10:04] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): fine now on the phone
[10:04] Giovanni Bartolomeo: me too thx
[10:13] Barbara Hartel: @Susan can you please upload the slides to the odata tc documents and post the link in the chat for the minutes? The ddocument in the chat may be not accessible after the meeting. Thx
[10:14] Susan Malaika - IBM: gottit .... will post the slides .........
[10:14] Susan Malaika - IBM: on the mailing list .......
[10:15] diane jordan: agenda discussion - interest in continuing a bit more discussion on json and allow more time for temporal
[10:15] diane jordan: at least an hour for temporal
[10:15] Pablo Castro (Microsoft): Note that in many cases people use JSON just for schema-free records, and for that open types can be very effective. It would be great to have motivating scenarios to motivate why having both options (JSON with open types and JSON as stand-alone documents). That will help both frame the design and also explain to users when to use what.
[10:16] diane jordan: suggestion - give 15 min more for json, break, temporal to lunch
[10:16] diane jordan: ram polls for agreement - no one objects
[10:17] Susan Malaika - IBM: open types : pro 1 - manipulate data items records directly .......
[10:18] Susan Malaika - IBM: open types : pro 1 - can manipulate individual items in the json/xml but have to retrieve whole entity?
[10:20] Susan Malaika - IBM: open types : pro 1 - provides indirection between the stream and the document
[10:21] Susan Malaika - IBM: open types : pro 2 - can make a list of the individual items ; but cannot do that for documents .......
[10:22] Susan Malaika - IBM: content type makes trick
[10:24] Susan Malaika - IBM: pro 3 - open data types are well integrated into odata - e.g., can specify json or xml or atom return format - (not so easy with whole documents
[10:27] Susan Malaika - IBM: open types pro 4 - clearer for users and odata implementers to interpret the odata syntax and its effects - if json accessed through odata open types ......
[10:28] Susan Malaika - IBM: document annotation : pro 1 - schemaless processing
[10:28] Susan Malaika - IBM: document annotation : pro 2 : scema evolution
[10:30] diane jordan: pablo - requests that proposals include examples of use cases
[10:32] Susan Malaika - IBM: attribute in metadata idea mentioned ......
[10:36] diane jordan: 15 min break
[10:36] Hubert Heijkers (IBM): Mike mentioned that we might consider adding a property on a stream in the metadata describing the content type (let&apos;s make sure this gets on the proposals list)
[10:36] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): ACTION (Susan and Mark): Come up with examples / usecases (and proposals) for open types and document annotation for JSON extensions document.
[10:52] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): The talk now is on OData extensions for Temporal.
[10:52] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): is there a link to the document?
[10:52] Chris Woodruff (Perficient): is the 20120727 OData Extension for Temploral Data.pdf the correct document?
[10:53] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Slide deck: https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/download.php/46565/20120727%20OData%20Extension%20for%20Temploral%20Data.pdf
[11:01] Barbara Hartel: can you please mute your phone?
[11:01] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): THose of you on the phone who are not speaking could you please mute?
[11:02] Susan Malaika - IBM: pro 3 document annotation : often documents are timestamped as a whole - and not the individual items
[11:11] Ralf Handl (SAP): Same pro for open types: the temporal extension works on entity level so just "shred" the document into a complex dynamic property with a multi-valued component (sub-property) for the items.
[11:14] Susan Malaika - IBM: ok so an observation ......
[11:15] Stefan Drees (individual): @speaker: Phone is funny but not readable since a few seconds
[11:16] Giovanni Bartolomeo: cannot hear no more
[11:16] diane jordan: everyone is now muted
[11:16] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Can those on the phone hear Andrew?
[11:16] diane jordan: we&apos;re trying to figure out what happened to the phone
[11:16] John Wilmes: No
[11:16] Erik de Voogd (SDL): no
[11:16] Giovanni Bartolomeo: no
[11:16] KenBaclawski: No
[11:16] Susan Malaika - IBM: can hear now
[11:16] Erik de Voogd (SDL): you&apos;re back
[11:16] Stefan Drees (individual): @speaker: all back here also.
[11:17] Giovanni Bartolomeo: audio&apos;s back
[11:17] KenBaclawski: ok now
[11:23] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Peter Brown pointed out that it is important to keep the design centered around application time and not just system time.
[11:28] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Pablo says that the keywords used in OData extensions need to be qualified so there is no conflict with the OData core keywords.
[12:25] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Is John Wilmes on the TC call?
[12:25] Susan Malaika - IBM: what is happening?
[12:26] Susan Malaika - IBM: could not understand
[12:26] Susan Malaika - IBM: lunch break - one hour?
[12:26] Stefan Drees (individual): @susan: that is what i understood.
[12:33] Farrukh Najmi (Wellfleet)2 morphed into Farrukh Najmi (Wellfleet)
[12:35] Susan Malaika - IBM: thank u stefan
[12:44] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Susan, yes, as Barbara announced on the telephone, the meeting is on lunch break and will reconvence @ 1:30pm PT for discussion on timeline.
[12:54] John Wilmes: Raj, yes I am on the TC call
[13:01] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft) uploaded file: TC timeline.pdf|1193
[13:14] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): HTML version of timeline: https://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/odata/download.php/46553/TC%20timeline.htm
[13:15] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Note: The timelines above are merely projections based on the TC process. Those projections need to be vetted by the TC and agreed upon. This material is just a starting point for the timeline discussion.
[13:18] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): During the discussion, I expect the TC members to help with refining this strawman timeline and come up with a revised timeline that is practical and reflects reality.
[13:29] Barbara Hartel: @John Can you please speak up when we start in the next minutes? I will ask you to do so. Thx
[13:29] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): The discussion on the work plan / timeline will start @ 1:30pm PT (momentarily)
[13:32] diane jordan: ram presents timeline slide uploaded above
[13:33] diane jordan: timeline is based on charter statements on timing
[13:33] diane jordan: ram will walk through the oasis process milestones
[13:34] diane jordan: different approaches in different tc&apos;s - some have lots of issues, may spend year - very academic, takes a long time but market moves on
[13:35] diane jordan: other casese in sync with where market is, agile, build as soon as they can - lock step with where market is going
[13:35] diane jordan: if don&apos;t do that will be academic exercise - if have 1000 features - do want to do them all in first release or in next version
[13:35] diane jordan: think about constraints, connect with reality
[13:36] diane jordan: peter - agrees with lot of what said - nuance - remember what you&apos;re developing is a standard, not piece of software - so should avoid over engineering so that it needs revisions - stability is important - find sweet spot between requirements and getting stable version out quickly
[13:37] diane jordan: iterations and versioning cause problems with dependencies and migration or upgrade path
[13:40] diane jordan: ram - talks through milestones - get issues into jira, produce working draft - committee spec draft - public review - changes, then another public review - then get to committee specification
[13:41] diane jordan: at that point should be feature complete, no more work required
[13:41] diane jordan: approval process via electronic ballot - once have committee spec get statements of use - need 3
[13:42] diane jordan: expecting member companies to provide implementations
[13:42] diane jordan: peter - new process -must have 3 statements, one much come from oasis member, others may be submitted from other entities
[13:43] diane jordan: peter - another change - if have done public review and then have minor changes - immaterial - no longer have to go through another public review
[13:44] diane jordan: final thing - beware of being victims of success - if have really good committee spec draft may be flooded with comments - as minimum must acknowledge and respond to each
[13:45] diane jordan: could have too many to address in 15 day period - also committee spec is more than feature complete - it is approved by the tc and recognized as final delivery - can also go on to oasis standard and be approved by all membership
[13:45] diane jordan: ram - as go through the next weeks will have more info
[13:46] diane jordan: ram goes through high level of what happens after committee spec to get to oasis standard
[13:47] diane jordan: ram doesn&apos;t like 60 day public review after committee spec before oasis standard
[13:47] diane jordan: jim replies - may be different spec , when take things out to international space, people look for this type of compliance
[13:48] diane jordan: wto technical barriers to trade - eg, national body in india has asked for evidence of it
[13:49] diane jordan: ram - jim mentioned iso jtc1 process - step after the oasis process - can take oasis standard there
[13:49] diane jordan: peter - only oasis standard can be taken externally to iso - not oasis specification
[13:50] diane jordan: jim - years ago there were no rules about what could go from oasis to iso - president could choose - process committee wrote rules in liaison policy for how to submit
[13:50] diane jordan: similar public rules, send doc, show that you&apos;ve done all the steps requesting to have it sent to other group like iso
[13:51] diane jordan: in iso participate as national body - oasis and other standards orgs can participate in iso
[13:52] diane jordan: can submit oasis standards to iso under PAS process, publically availaable standard - doc, not a standard, can be used for 3 yrs - in jtc1 have pas - means something different - its a standard on an approval path at iso jtc1 - 14-16 mos to international standard
[13:53] diane jordan: good for government, procurement officers, gets worldwide recognition
[13:53] diane jordan: question - so tc requests the standard be submitted to iso - answer - yes, can read process on oasis home page - need to follow steps
[13:54] diane jordan: peter - noticed 14-17 months sounds long but other paths are much longer
[13:54] diane jordan: jim - also working on streamlining iso jtc1 process
[13:54] diane jordan: jim - will work with your tc
[13:55] diane jordan: have people in different country groups and on board
[13:56] diane jordan: ram - asks people to think about changes to specs and how long it will take
[13:56] diane jordan: mike - might be useful to call out work expect to do to core specs
[13:56] diane jordan: preface with statment that core specs are fairly new documents - odata has been worked on for a while but the actual specs submitted are new and untested
[13:57] diane jordan: expect there will be errors, typos, under specification that will take time to find - probably not hard to fix - mostly editorial that we missed but have to be found
[13:57] diane jordan: how much time can committee members take to go through in detail to find them?
[13:58] diane jordan: that could take 2 months easily
[13:58] diane jordan: step one, 2 mos to fix editorial issues
[13:59] diane jordan: then also things to be added - new features, issues - can take incremental approach - get solid, consistent spec that satisfies number of use cases - interested in understanding process for doing next version
[13:59] diane jordan: need to make sure doc is internally consistent, can be implemented - so need to know things we need for extensions, future are there
[14:00] diane jordan: so part of hope in defing extensibility is that could be extended wihtout changing core spec
[14:00] diane jordan: need to figure out what can be added without revving core spec
[14:00] diane jordan: ralf - 2 months is pretty ambitious for even translating to oasis format
[14:01] diane jordan: we need additional features mike has mentioned to be completely specified - if just aim for v3 to be std then need to focus on how fast we can get to v4
[14:02] diane jordan: ram summarizes - need till oct to get v3 cleaned up, then need to figure out whehter its complete- how long will that take
[14:03] diane jordan: mike - depends on how much time people on tc can spend - if people willing to take time, core def as have today with small number of changes we&apos;ve discussed that we want to talk about today - can shoot for that this year
[14:03] diane jordan: ram - for dec?
[14:03] diane jordan: mike - last half dec dead - by middle of dec - have something - aggressive but reachable goal
[14:03] diane jordan: balance - if give too much time will take that much - need to keep momentum - can&apos;&apos;t do that for 2 yrs time
[14:04] diane jordan: so dec is timeframe
[14:04] diane jordan: martin - looking at people, multiple specs, other work to do - end of year aggressive but more reachable than what&apos;s on slide
[14:05] diane jordan: first milestone is while on vacation, even translating the current specs to the template will take a lot of time
[14:05] diane jordan: ram - so on timeline had 10/25 for committee spec draft - from this conversation, think it would be dec
[14:06] diane jordan: howard - asks - just for core, not including extensions
[14:06] diane jordan: mike - wouldn&apos;t have extensions done but hopefully could identify few anchors needed in core for extensions - hope can do extensions in parallel not wait till jan
[14:07] diane jordan: howard - otherwise would need another version of the core
[14:07] diane jordan: mike - think can have versions of spec out before dec that wold be good to have people review - will have done some changes and updates
[14:07] diane jordan: mike - something that public could review as current snapshot
[14:08] diane jordan: colleen - committee draft has more status - might get more eyes on it
[14:09] diane jordan: andrew - devil in details as project on what might be done in dec - is that for current content in new format, some issues you have captured and some that we&apos;d identified for extensions
[14:09] diane jordan: extension specs not in same level of maturity as core - will take longer to get them to level and then start working issues that may have impact on core - don&apos;t know when we&apos;ll get to stable point - not dec
[14:10] diane jordan: ram asks for guess
[14:10] diane jordan: andrew points out cannot quantify now
[14:10] diane jordan: peter - tc process document - personal view - takes a bit of reading to understand it
[14:11] diane jordan: core terminology - committee specification is what you are aiming for as standard with small s - before you have committee spec draft - for which you need oasis template - not complicated, not overly constrained
[14:12] diane jordan: reason have it - when tc says want to write committee spec - puts on path - alternative is committee note - nothing normative
[14:12] diane jordan: triggor point is when start writing in formal oasis committee spec template - before that can do what you want
[14:13] diane jordan: everything submitted to oasis is publicly archived - can expect you may get people commenting
[14:13] diane jordan: different than formal public review comments
[14:14] diane jordan: those submissions come with ipr commitments
[14:14] diane jordan: contrib on jly 6 - first revision working draft 01 - import into oasis spec template
[14:15] diane jordan: importing is mechanical process
[14:16] diane jordan: mike - clarifies - when wrote into current format had looked at oasis template with intention that format would work
[14:16] diane jordan: should take weeks not months
[14:17] diane jordan: spec goes through evolution - every week do issue resolution - rev the working drafts - will get to point where have stable spec - then can do comm spec draft
[14:17] diane jordan: throwing out date - say end dec/jan - can still make changes and do comm spec draft 02 - can continue as long as needed
[14:17] diane jordan: that&apos;s when start thinking about committee spec
[14:18] diane jordan: put in mind - need to put spec in format, need to document issues in jira, also put new features that need to be added into jira
[14:19] diane jordan: think in terms of buckets - get to oasis template, get issues on table, third new features
[14:19] diane jordan: peter - versioning - two things - errata - to address problem, relatively quick, involves short public review - for standard
[14:21] diane jordan: once get to point where you are doing a committee spec draft, need to think about how to manage the versioning
[14:22] diane jordan: ram - don&apos;t want to work on first version of standard for years and miss the market
[14:24] diane jordan: diane - need to get all issues written down
[14:24] diane jordan: set target date, then can sort into bugs, features and can debate whether features are in requirements or deferred to next version
[14:24] diane jordan: hubert - once set date, is it a cut off date?
[14:25] diane jordan: ram - any date is consensus of tc - picking date to get focus - can change if it doesn&apos;t work
[14:25] diane jordan: hubert - once have community spec that goes for public review - can we do more of them
[14:25] diane jordan: peter - can do as many as you want
[14:25] diane jordan: can also withdraw
[14:26] diane jordan: dale - don&apos;t expect public to stay with you if you keep doing that
[14:26] diane jordan: hubert - need balance between getting out
[14:26] diane jordan: dale - try to get out pretty solid first time
[14:26] diane jordan: hubert - might simply not do stuff in first one
[14:28] diane jordan: ralf - suggest setting date for getting all initial issues into jirs, package them into working sprints - each sprint does working draft, after 2-3 of working drafts set date for csd
[14:29] diane jordan: ram - so whats date for getting known issues into jira?
[14:29] diane jordan: end of august suggested by several people
[14:30] diane jordan: second point - prioritizing issues into batches for inclusion into working drafts
[14:30] diane jordan: target 15 days to do that - sept 15
[14:31] diane jordan: third point - once have done 2-3 working drafts, validate plan, work on plan for csd
[14:31] diane jordan: andrew - need to also work on core
[14:31] diane jordan: took 4 months to get core into current form - that might be a ballpark for the extensions
[14:32] diane jordan: ram - can we put issues in by end of august
[14:32] diane jordan: andrew - can record issues
[14:33] diane jordan: diane - have administrative overhead with issue process that may not fit when don&apos;t have a spec yet
[14:34] diane jordan: ram - for extension specs first milestone is to get the spec
[14:34] diane jordan: andrew - have 4 docs - need date for each one
[14:34] diane jordan: howard - another point on main spec - editors will be busy and they overlap - should we do mechanics of getting spec into oasis template
[14:34] diane jordan: or do after the jira issues are loaded
[14:35] diane jordan: howard - should we use end of aug as target to get spec into oasis template
[14:36] diane jordan: mike - think it makes sense to get into template - should be able to divide up core work and do that - contrib authored in markdown - easy to convert to html - hard to put into doc formats - starting to convert to doc formats
[14:36] diane jordan: will be busy work to fix formats, links, etc - that said end of aug is good target
[14:36] diane jordan: mike - don&apos;t wait to file issues
[14:37] diane jordan: current format was designed to fit template - don&apos;t anticipate making material changes
[14:38] diane jordan: ram summarizes - focus on core specs for now - mike is working on importing process, targeting end of august, issues can be filed any time - by end of august will have oasis template of contributed specs and pile of issues to be processed
[14:38] diane jordan: then take 15 days to size problem and put plan for working drafts 1-3
[14:39] diane jordan: for extensions, need to get spec first - action to extension spec editors to come up with estimate for first milestone
[14:40] diane jordan: mike - for core lot of editorial work for extensions need more technical work - editors can&apos;t just go off and write
[14:40] diane jordan: diane - suggests periodic reviews of extension content by tc
[14:41] diane jordan: ram - offers to set up more meetings as working sessions that are not required for voting
[14:42] diane jordan: ram - have action to submit ticket to admin to set up jira
[14:42] diane jordan: andrew - looked at tc web page - attendance not being tracked there correctly
[14:44] diane jordan: peter - problem on tc pages with quorum for first meeting
[14:46] diane jordan: ram - summarizes discussion on how to record attendance - go to attendance list attached to event and records names of attendees - system tells if have quorum - also chairs will send who has achieved voting rights, who loses - if have problem after let chairs know
[14:47] diane jordan: ram asks for other comments - none - next agenda item is known issues
[14:47] diane jordan: agenda for rest of today - that is last item on agenda
[14:48] diane jordan: mike has list of issues, not that long - also has feature called deltas talked about as extension - people have asked for overview
[14:48] diane jordan: also discussion going on out of band on changes to simplify data model - can introduce so people can think about
[14:49] diane jordan: mike asks if there&apos;s consensus
[14:49] diane jordan: break till 3pm
[15:00] Michael Pizzo (MSFT) uploaded file: OData known issues 7-26-2012.docx|1398
[15:01] Michael Pizzo (MSFT) uploaded file: OData Deltas.pptx|1400
[15:02] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Mike Pizzo is about to start his talk on specification issues.
[15:04] diane jordan: editorial problems - two sections 10.4.1 in core and reference to chapter 19 that doesn&apos;t exist in csdl
[15:04] diane jordan: ram - open jira issue and make changes after approved
[15:04] diane jordan: issue 3 - issues with prefer header
[15:05] diane jordan: 3a - prefer not supported in delete
[15:06] diane jordan: 3b - need to say whether supported in batch
[15:06] diane jordan: 3d - spec doesn&apos;t say what happens if do update to media resource and request content be returned
[15:09] diane jordan: mike outlines options - looking for opinions on which is preferred
[15:14] diane jordan: howard - would make sense to be consistent with structured data unless some reason to do otherwise - implying get stream back
[15:14] diane jordan: mike - could say its illegal
[15:14] diane jordan: john - is there anywhere wehre ill formed odata construct is addressed
[15:15] diane jordan: mike - say certain things are illegal - try not to be overly restrictive as long as ok with odata, can do things outside odata - room for expansion
[15:17] diane jordan: four options - return content, return medial link entry - mayb use cases, say nothing, say error
[15:17] diane jordan: error for server to return content - must ignore
[15:18] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Any preferences on the chat room for the options above?
[15:19] diane jordan: non binding poll - 0 on content, 3 medial link, 2 server silent, 0 for mandating error
[15:19] Stefan Drees (individual): (medial link)++
[15:20] diane jordan: issue 4 is editorial - edm.time inconsistent, supposed to be xs:duration
[15:20] diane jordan: andrew - time should be time - both duration and time are useful - feels wrong to say edm.time should be duration
[15:21] diane jordan: mike summarizes - interest in group to have both edm.time and edm.duration
[15:22] diane jordan: andrew - both time and duration valuable if have both - separately could think about adding operators - different things supported by other standards
[15:23] Susan Malaika - IBM: Hi Ram - I&apos;m uploading the slides for JSON - Which folder do I associate the slides with ?
[15:23] diane jordan: issue 12 - today have both DateTimeOffset and DateTime - don&apos;t need both - should make DateTime require an offset
[15:24] diane jordan: mark - if have existing date but no time zone
[15:24] diane jordan: if server doesn&apos;t know time zone its meaningless
[15:24] John Wilmes: One way to address missing time zone is to default to UTC
[15:26] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Thanks John
[15:26] diane jordan: peter - be careful about reinventing the wheel - other standards on time - w3c time ontology has concept of temporal entities
[15:27] diane jordan: should look at that sort of thing rather than reinvent
[15:28] diane jordan: andrew - lot of xml and sql data doesn&apos;t have timezone - many systems default so feels reasonable to add timezone when leaving source, removing on way in
[15:28] diane jordan: xml schema made timezone optional - xmlquery has to deal with values that go etiher way
[15:28] Stefan Drees (individual): Also suggest being careful with declaring historic datetime values with no offste specifier implicitely UTC, since often local datetimes are entered/stored without offset
[15:29] Stefan Drees (individual): s/offste/offset/
[15:30] Barbara Hartel: @Susan please use folder calenar documents, there are also all the othe document of this meeting
[15:32] diane jordan: issue 5 - inconsistency in spec where json verbose when submitting updates with linked items sometimes says __ deferred sometimes __ metadata - should use __ metadata
[15:32] diane jordan: issue 6 - complex types should support inheritance
[15:32] diane jordan: issue 7 complex types - should be able to define one that has no properties
[15:33] diane jordan: issue 8 - abnf doesn&apos;t allow properties of ComplexType in $select
[15:34] diane jordan: question - don&apos;t need to expand complextypes - answer - right
[15:34] Susan Malaika - IBM: Thank you Barbara - uploaded
[15:35] diane jordan: 9 - final issue with complex types- behavior of patch not defined
[15:36] diane jordan: issue 10 - early versions had merge because http didn&apos;t have way to just replace data
[15:37] diane jordan: not have patch - drop merge
[15:38] diane jordan: issue 11 - allow ValueTerms to have default value
[15:38] diane jordan: issue 12 already discussed
[15:38] diane jordan: mike will enter these issues with some of the discussion into jira
[15:38] Michael Pizzo (MSFT) uploaded file: Association Simplification.pptx|1450
[15:39] diane jordan: ralf - one more - complex types not nullable - discussed making them nullable
[15:39] diane jordan: mike - don&apos;t think that restriction is still in the contributed version - will double check and open issue if needed
[15:40] diane jordan: mike - want to talk about one more change to core - queue up for people - will enter jira issue
[15:40] diane jordan: presentation uploaded above
[15:52] Erik de Voogd (SDL): how do you distinguish between 0..1 and * multiplicity?
[15:56] Ralf Handl (SAP): With Type="Genre" or Type="Collection(Film)"
[15:56] Ralf Handl (SAP): Plus Nullable="true" for 0..1
[15:56] Erik de Voogd (SDL): clear, thanks
[16:02] John Wilmes: Was Erik&apos;s question addressed? It looks like Multiplicity has been dropped in the proposed change to Associations.
[16:03] John Wilmes: OK there was a time lag and my question crossed Ralf&apos;s response
[16:12] Hubert Heijkers (IBM): Proposing to make the EntityContainer being a EntityType, or better, a ComplexType as it doesn&apos;t need a key
[16:12] diane jordan: mike completes association simplification discussion - moving on to delta discussion
[16:13] diane jordan: delta presentation uploaded already
[16:14] diane jordan: this is an extension that is being brought up for discussion but not yet ready to be worked on
[16:16] Hubert Heijkers (IBM): Also suggested that NavigationPropertyBinding could be optional, especially were a set of entities referenced through a navigation property could potentially come from multiple entitysets, presuming we still have those global entity sets as they are not necessarily required any longer either
[16:25] John Wilmes: Signing off - thanks for the great presentations and discussion.
[16:33] Erik de Voogd (SDL): it&apos;s 1:30 AM here, signing off. thanks.
[16:33] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): Thanks Erik!!
[16:35] Matt Borges (SAP): I mentioned that it may make sense to allow $count on a delta query which returns the number of changes. Mike said he had thought of that as well.
[16:46] diane jordan: andrew question - how changes to streams are represented in response to delta request
[16:46] diane jordan: said persence or absence of link or annotation could be used
[16:53] diane jordan: mike finishes presentation
[16:54] diane jordan: ram - attendance on web site has been updated - anyone who feels their status is wrong should let Barbara know
[16:55] diane jordan: ram summarizes - talked about issues, work plan - going forward think about dates - also actions coming out of meeting - request to make sure each member is on top of deliverables
[16:55] diane jordan: next meeting aug 9 - agenda ready a few days in advance
[16:56] diane jordan: ram - keep momentum going - good start
[16:57] diane jordan: no other business, meeting adjourned
[16:57] Susan Malaika - IBM: thank u all :)
[16:57] Stefan Drees (individual): thanks also from here
[16:57] Anil: thanks everyone.. the journey begins
[16:59] Ram Jeyaraman (Microsoft): See you all next meeting on Aug 9th! Cheers.
