OASIS Reg/Rep TC Meeting, 16 October 2003.

Attending:

Kathryn Breininger, Boeing Company

Joseph M. Chiusano, Booz Allen Hamilton

Mike Kass, NIST

Mike Kirkwood, Cisco Systems

Paul Macias, LMI

Carl Mattocks, Individual member

Farrukh Najmi, Sun Microsystems

Nikola Stojanovic, Individual member

Agenda:

1. Minute taker 

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting

3. Case studies and implementations collection

4. Meta registration service discussion (see attached e-mail)

5. Face to face meeting?

6. Submission of specs to ISO

7. Help with WSRP 

8. Other issues/items

9. UK MOD requirements as basis for a study (Paul we will wait till you can join us to go into next steps)

10. Next meeting

 <<[regrep] Draft CWA on Cyber Identity - for comments>>

1. Minute taker:

Mike Kirkwood to take minutes

2. Approval of minutes from last meeting:

Minutes approved with no corrections

3. Introduction of new member:

None

4. Brochure - Status:

· Kathryn discussed with team members use of Brochure that was posted successfully to OASIS.  Question was asked about re-use and membership specific packaging.  Action Item: Follow-up on use for specific question by 

· Kathryn congratulated Carl and team for the great work and compliments by OASIS on the brochure.

· Questions and clarification on the use of the use of the matrix

· Produce a list of the items for the webmaster to post, Carl to send package to Kathryn

5. Meta-Registration Service Discussion:

· Follow-up to email discussion on what the history of this service, and how it can benefit from ebXML registry

· They seem to be creating Identification scheme that will unify other ID schemes, like DUNS etc. CyberIdentity is the name being used in the email, it is a specification on CWA spec for identifying individuals for privacy

· This service is either a registered in the registry, or is the service represented in the registry

· Can be implemented as ebXML External Identifiers (“ClassificationScheme for Identifications”)  

· Collaboration possibility working together with them to build it as an application of ebXML registry

· Question: Who is the business owner or interest in this effort (as it is combining other standards together)

· Action item: Farrukh to contact them to express interest in working together and/or learning more together

6. Face to Face Meeting):

· Have 5, but need 7 for a quorum for the face to face meeting

· Carl will try to go if needed for the quorum

· Services costs (internet) will cost around $500, how for group to fund?

· Will hold off for one week to see if we get all members

· Comments for topic for Face to Face

· Planning for next version

· More marketing

· Finalize version 3.0

· Registry test requirements

· Forward additional topics to Kathryn, so she can gather and help team get a solid agenda for the team

7. Submission of specs to ISO
· Can only approve specs that are approved fully by OASIS board.  Errors in 2.0 (version that is able to be submitted) make it not desirable to send.  2.1 was approved by TC members.  Two options

· Send 2.0 now

· Wait till membership vote completed

· Shortest time for membership vote: 3 months or less (looking for info on new process to realize time)

· Question: what is perception of getting 2.1 approved while 2.5 is already out there and 2.t which is also TC approved.  Both 2.1 and 2.5 are TC approved.

· One issue with 2.5 being submitted is that there needs to be at least 3 working implementations (there are some known issues as well as adopters are not yet there)

· Question to team: Anyone abstain from moving 2.1 through OASIS approval?  No issue seemed to be known, and team seemed to agree on this approach (except from a possible sigh from Nikola)

· Question from Nikola: Can we wait a while to submit  

· One note:  any version needs 3 implementations

· One reason that a decision is needed now is that OASIS is to submit the whole ebXML stack to ISO (as a bundle) vs. doing it individually or leaving parts out.

· Opportunity mentioned to integrate with the ISO group and gain support in coordination with the work with the UK MOD (gain support in ISO and coordinate it with process)

8. Help with WSRP:

· Alan creating and managing list of contacts.  No other discussion. Is Farrukh going to help?
9. Other issues/items:

· Status of interoperability demo
· Number of specs and data size has been added
· UBL has been added to scenario
· Scenario: 
· Starts: epidemic management, cases detected in the world
· Electronic form filled out as XML format into “DCC” registry
· Based on subscription rules using event notification
· Example rule: how many cases to determine a epidemic breakout
· Mayo Clinic to participate with an agent running
· Agent is on a listener on event notification mechanism
· Hospital in area has been notified
· Agent orders supplies automatically to start process of preparing likely needs (ordered from suppliers) using ebXML messaging.
· Behind the scenes, the access control management
· Scenario uses all of the ebXML stack (business process, cpaa, access control, messaging)
· Vendors and tool examples are participating to share information.
· Registry is being used for managing content, and overall message rules to trigger events
· Suggestion: work in additional scenarios to show examples of XML artifact management.  Show work and collaboration in the XML development effort (a market suggestion)
· Note: we need client side generation capability to enable XML artifact generation
· Kathryn mentioned that posting to comments list is now working

10. UK MOD Requirements:

· Continue discussion on supporting this effort, continuing this as an action item

· Looking for guidance and case studies on how a generic enterprise can use this technology

· What is the form of deliverable the team should focus on to assist?  

· Use ebXML registry for managing the integrated Schema file and system

· Statement saying: how the ebXML standard meets the needs of the UK MOD and how they can participate in the evolution of the standard

· Perhaps they also need technical expertise, tips on implementation, and collaboration on requirements.  Both share and listen to them as a possible way to create a working model between the organizations.

· Action Item: Kathryn to send note with summary of next steps and opportunities to assist and work with them.

11. Next meeting:

Next meeting will be Thursday, October 30, 2003.










