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Agenda:


1. Minute taker 


Monica J. Martin





2. Approval of minutes from last meeting


Breininger: No correction from minutes. Approved.





3. eGov report


No report





4. SCM subcommittee report


Najmi: Concentrate on use cases (9 or so) and high-level scenarios (3-4).


Table of contents posted.


Use cases aren't complete. Next portion is requirements analysis.


Submit proposed requirements first.


Three proposed requirements currently identied:


1. Need an object type to represent an ontology. 


Must be able to identify an ontology object in ebRIM.


2. Support ontology/class vs. classification/classification node.


Allow use of ontology class in ebRegistry wherever we use classification node


in RegRep v3.0. Instead of using nodes and schemes, uses classes and ontologies.


3. Need object type to represent a class (class within an ontology).


Must be able to identify a class object in ebRIM.


Breininger: Isn't this for v4.0?


Najmi: The reference to v3.0 is related to classification and classification node.


Martin: Need to read the UBL-Ontology minutes from today about a concern about ontological


representation and text, and the TBG17 harmonization, CC, BIE, and objects work.


This may be an information point for SCM to consider/review.





See: http://www.cenorm.be/cenorm/businessdomains/businessdomains/informationsocietystandardizationsystem/ebusiness+and+ecommerce/ebes+%28ebxml%29+workshop/forum_presentations.asp


TBG 17 Core Components Harmonization


(Doesn't reference ontolog conversation though).





5. CC-review report


Nickull:


First deals with serialization and storage of CC in an ebXML Reg/Repository.


Detailed recommendations will be forthcoming from Adobe, which are substantial.


Satisfy full implementation of CC specification including context and assembly.


Boil down requirements plus others identified.


Would like to have finalized by 1 April 2004.


Second deals with dependencies between serialization, methodology and the 


specification itself. ebRR enables generation of UUID which is very important.


Fuger: How does UDEF relate?


Nickull: A CC is abstract and when you apply context, you derive a BIE.


It is unclear if BIE should carry same UUID as CC or reference the CC or carry its


own. The UDEF data element identifiers don't provide all the aspects required here.


The URLs suggested by registry group may work that gives you protocol, location


and reference all at the same time.


However, UUID is not within the scope of the current work for serialization and storage.


UDEF also does not account for context as having an affect on the RT of a BIE.


Context affects this and UDEF doesn't account for the impact.


Who decides if these requirements are appropriate?


Breininger: Must present to the TC to review and approve.


Nickull: This is a best practice rather than a technical note.


The requirements responsibility is within the purview of CEFACT ATG 2.


Najmi: Keep CCReview and registry specifications separate.


Nickull: Agreed.


Fuger: CEFACT ICG who is responsible for metadata, made a recommendation that the use of ebXML


Reg/Rep would be required.


Breininger: Comments due by 1 April 2004 to Nickull. Is a ballot required?


Nickull: Used minimal subset of context.


Martin: Can you explain more why the context subset other than CAM was used?


Nickull: In current section 6.2.4, a mandatory function is defined. When a business process


is defined, the elements are defined. Not all business context is known. Iterative


steps are done at design time. Adobe used UML and text to define/describe.


Part of CAM duplicates what is in XML schema, and was found to be too heavyweight.


If you want to output other than XML schema, then you may wish to use that CAM 


functionality. Scope of context mechanism depends on how you want to use it.


Martin: See relationship between context for business document and process, which can


affect to definition, use and availability (such as from a registry).





6. Discussion on Registry WSDL 


Najmi:


There are three different kinds of WSDL in three differrent files:


1. Interface (API) to the registry


2. SOAP (API) for event notification listener service


Registry doesn't implement but doesn't specify.


Najmi: 


a. Registry SOAP I/F in WSDL


b. CMS I/F 


c. Notification listener to build a SOAP service to receive registry event notification





There are two optional ways to deliver (push) the service: SOAP listener or email.





xx.interfaces


Abstract interface being defined - WSDL messages (req-resp) and portTypes (interfaces)


Query and Lifecycle Manager are portTypes.





xx.binding


Binding instances


Query and Lifecycle Manager bindings to the abstract interface





Najmi: Need use naming convention consistently. Will make appropriate change.





Services file


Template on how to define the service


Service declaration





Martin: Is there any more that is required for WSDL, although it may/may not be defined in WSDL?


Najmi: Yes. For SOAP transport, we don't need more. We need CPA template if we use


ebMS. We could have a template CPA between registry and registry client.


Martin: Has this been done in the marketplace?


Nickull: Never done a registry job using ebMS. Similar requirements in US Air Force.


Najmi: Unlike collaborative business processes, ebXML Reg/Rep doesn't demand collaborative


process.


Nickull: May be required with subscription usages. Can be accomplished with SOAP.


Najmi: Agree. Has been run through WS-I BP 1.1 and AP 1.0 (using JAX-RPC and off-the-shelf tools).


Breininger: Comments should be received by 1 April 2004.





7. OASIS Symposia - agenda ideas


Breininger: F2F Agenda? Will send out email asking for suggestions.





8. Stored queries - addition to proposal


Najmi: 


a. Added access control in stored query.


Most items / actions have been handled.


b. Adding two context parameters. Caller doesn't have to provide values - they are implicit


($xxx.).


Pending Fuger updates and then will merge changes into the specification.





9. Compliance/alignment with WS-I 


Martin: Other that what we reviewed today regarding WSDL.


Compliance with WS-I will be deferred to future meeting.





10. Liaison with OASIS Web Services Resource Framework TC


Positive comments received.


Chiusano: Controversy about fine grained nature of WS-RF. How does this differ from CORBA?


Martin: This specification references WS-Addressing and back to WS-Policy, both who are


proprietary.


Chiusano: Have to separate registry references that are related to WS-Addressing and some that are not.


There are actually 6 specifications. Revisit once TC has opened and started work.


Breininger: Agree.





11. Web Services Security 1.0 specs - wsu:id


Breininger: wsu:id


Open for discussion


Chiusano: Resolution was this was carried over from XMLSig and XMLEncryption.


Doesn't have direct affect on the registry.


Have not assessed what impact WSS has on v4.0 Reg/Rep.





12. ebXML Registry enabled process control white paper


Chiusano: Alexander will create a position paper.





13.  Specs status


Fuger: Have made some progress, not complete.





14.  Other issues/items


WSRP Update:


XML.GOV Working Group


Chiusano: Richard Thompson briefed on WSRP mentioning the registry aspects.


Najmi: More work needs to go on on this technical note.


Breininger: Details for technical note action item still pending.





No others.





15. Next meeting


1 April 2004





Decisions:


Defer WS-I compliance discussion.


Defer any decisions on WS-Security.


Defer any decisions on liaison on WS-RF.





Actions:


1. Team review CC-Review submissions by Duane Nickull by 1 April 2004 (next meeting)


2. Team review WSDL for Reg/Rep submissions by Farrukh Najmi by 1 April 2004 (next meeting)


3. Breininger will send email asking for F2F agenda suggestions.


4. Alexander provide white paper on Ontology Process Control.


