OASIS UDDI Specification TC

Telecon Meeting Agenda

Agenda - UDDI Spec TC Telecon Meeting, 20030304
Date:

March 04, 2003

Chairs:  
Tom Bellwood, IBM, bellwood@us.ibm.com


Luc Clément, Microsoft, lclement@microsoft.com
Secretary:
Hedy Alban, Max Shevet Consulting, hedyalb@aol.com

Logistics

TC telecon is scheduled for Tue 4 March 2003 (Pacific). Time and call-in info:

	UTC-time
	Seattle
	New York
	London
	Frankfurt
	Tokyo
	Sydney
	Auckland

	Tue  21:00
	Tue  13:00
	Tue  16:00
	Tue  21:00
	Tue    22:00
	Wed 6:00
	Wed 8:00
	Wed 10:00


Call-in Details:

Toll Free Number:     
877-930-2652
Toll Number:               
712-924-0123
Participant Passcode:   
479173

Agenda
Attendance

Additions to Agenda

Approval of Previous Minutes 

Old Business

New Business
Discussion of Additions to Agenda
Upcoming Meetings
1 Attendance

Chair will take attendance.
2 Identify Additions to Agenda
3 Approval of Previous Minutes 
MOTION: Move to approve the last minutes posted http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200302/msg00045.html
4 Old Business
4.1 Review of AR List

We reviewed, obtained status from AR owners and updated the AR List posted at: http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/process/UDDI-TC-ARList.htm. The following summarizes the discussion and status of the ARs discussed as part of day-1’s review of the AR list.
	Item No.
	TC Position
	Description
	Assigned To
	Status
	Due Date
	Completion Date

	AR 005
	Approved
	Obtain feedback from the WS-I BP subcommittee with respect to modifying the UDDI V3 WSDL to comply with WS-I's suggested restraint on use of <wsdl:import>. Proposed changes can be found in the Minutes of the Face-to-Face 20021111 - 20021112
	Claus von Riegen
	The WS-I accepted UDDI's proposed <wsdl:import> approach.

WS-I will be running UDDI WSDL through their test tools.

We are waiting for feedback from John Colgrave to determine whether to close this item; John had suggested that there were issues. 
	4-Mar-03
	

	AR 007
	Approved
	Prepare the submission document that will be used to register the uddi: scheme
	Andrew Hately
	Andrew working on this. IP rules need to be identified with the registration at IANA. 

CR009 should be dealt with before registering the syntax.

The topic of IP rules regarding the registration of the uddi: scheme with IANA was added as an agenda item for the FTF to be covered day-2.
	4-Mar-03
	

	AR 008
	Approved
	Register the scheme for V3 Entity Case Folding
	Tom Bellwood or Luc Clement
	Waiting for 007 completion
	dependent on AR 007
	

	AR 009
	Approved
	Review errata process on OASIS Stds and report back
	Tom Bellwood
	Item delayed until 15 Feb when Tom will contact Chris Kurt on latest process proposed.
	15-Feb-03
	

	AR 010
	Approved
	Draft the errata process for OASIS standard based on Bill's feedback
	Tom Bellwood
	Still open
	15-Feb-03
	

	AR 016
	Approved
	Update Key partitions TN.
	Pat Felsted 
	In progress
	4-Mar-03
	

	AR 017
	Approved
	UDDI Registry for ebXML components: we need to provide rationale of modeling a CPP as a businessService. We felt that this was important given that ebXML audience whom the TN is directed at.

This rationale is to be provided to Keisuke-san
	Alok Srivastava
	In progress
	14-Feb-03
	

	AR 018
	Approved
	Keisuke-san to take Alok’s input (AR 017) as well as the input received during the course of the meeting and issue a draft to the Editors. 
	Keisuke Kibakura
	Not started
	19-Feb-03
	

	AR 019
	Approved
	As Editors, Daniel, Tony, Luc will edit and return to Keisuke-san the document. Keisuke-san will resubmit the TC for comment. Target date is 26 Feb - in time for the 4 March telecom; this is dependent on input from Alok and Keisuke-san.
	Daniel Feygin
Tony Rogers
Luc Clément
	Not started
	26-Feb-03
	

	AR 020
	Approved
	Once AR 019 is completed, the TN will be submitted for comment via various (UDDI-member company) members to the various ebXML TCs. The specific approach remains TBD. 

Chairs to address
	Tom Bellwood
Luc Clément
	Not started
	Post 4 Mar 03
	

	AR 021
	Approved
	Andrew is making a change to CR 009 and reposting to allow John to comment
	Andrew Hately
	
	
	

	AR 022
	Approved
	We want and agree to generalize the behaviour ensuring that isReplacedBy can be used in situations where the relationship is more than a 1:1. Action items:
• Andrew to post to the list on this topic
• Wait for Anne's reply to Andrew’s note
• Allow Daniel and Claus to clarify their position based on Anne's reply.
	Andrew Hately
Anne Thomas Manes
Daniel Feygin
Claus von Riegen
	
	
	

	AR 023
	Approved
	CR 012 - handling virtual deletes in subscription

We concluded that:
1. the behaviour of issuing repetitive virtual deletes (or not) should be non-prescriptive; clients should be informed of this potential server behaviour.
2. in the case where an “add” and a “delete” occur within the subscription window, we need to be more prescriptive and state that a node MUST not return the entity at all (given that the return structure does not allow for it).
	Claus von Riegen
	
	
	

	AR 024
	Approved
	CR 022: Service Projection with service move

Andrew to update the CR. Luc to forward the master to the diagram used in the CR to Andrew. Andrew is going to update the problem statement with state diagrams of where things go wrong when the "dangling" behavior is used for moved service projections during replication.
	Andrew Hately
	
	
	

	AR 025
	Approved
	CR 023: v2/v3 key mapping

review the policy section and move the new para proposed for 10.1.1 to a more appropriate location
Andrew to update the CR
	Andrew Hately
	
	
	

	AR 026
	Approved
	CR 027: Andrew and Sam to update the CR and resubmit
	Andrew Hately
Sam Lee
	
	
	

	AR 027
	Approved
	V4 Requirements Template

Chairs to produce separate requirement and proposal templates
	Tom Bellwood
Luc Clément
	
	
	

	AR 028
	Approved
	TC to formulate backwards compatibility criteria. We agree to an iterative approach to identifying this criteria
	
	
	
	


4.2 Status of V2 Standardization Process

Chairs will report on progress moving V2 forward for vote as an OASIS Standard:

We have nearly completed our 1 month public review period which ends on 3/3/03.  To date, the chairs have not seen relevant comments posted to uddi-comment.  By the date of this meeting, the review period will be complete.  
4.3 Review of CR List

We will review the open items in the CR List posted at: http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/cr/status.htm
4.3.1 CR-007

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-007
	uddi-spec-tc-cr-httptmodel-20021119

	http transport tModel Definition
	Anne Thomas Manes
	 


Discuss disposition of this item based on discussion from the FTF.  The disposition of this CR during the FTF was an agreement to essentially return this tModel to its V2 equivalent, generic description.  TC to discuss this item and if no further issues, Motion to approve for addition to the errata bucket.
4.3.2 CR-009

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-009
	uddi-spec-tc-cr-009-20030121
	Correction for legal key characters
	John Colgrave
	 


Andrew to report on progress with this update from the FTF:

We discussed the CR at length. At issue was whether to open up the v3 spec allowing IP addressed in the keying scheme. Tony pointed out that we had accepted the “recommended” keying scheme as the normative keying scheme and as such, there is further justification for not accepting the IP discussion

AR 021: Andrew is making a change and reposting to allow John to comment.
This should be tracked as a v4 item
4.3.3 CR-010

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-010
	uddi-spec-tc-cr-isreplacedby-20030121
	IsReplacedBy tModel
	Anne Thomas Manes
	 


Andrew, Anne & Claus to report on progress:   At and subsequent to the February FTF, we agreed the definition of an identifier in the V3 spec. glossary should be changed to remove the cardinality restriction.  This would be covered by a separate CR.  
4.3.4 CR-012

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-012
	uddi-spec-tc-cr-virtualdeletesinsubscription-20030123

PPT: http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/cr/uddi-spec-tc-cr-virtualDeletesInSubscription-20030123.ppt
	Handling virtual deletes in subscription
	Claus von Riegen
	 


This CR was updated as per the following discussion at our FTF.  Motion to approve CR012 for including in the errata bucket.

From the FTF:

We concluded that:

The behavior of issuing repetitive virtual deletes (or not) should be non-prescriptive; clients should be informed of this potential server behavior though.
In the case where an “add” and a “delete” occur within the subscription window, we need to be prescriptive and state that a node MUST not return the entity at all (given that the return structure does not allow for it).
AR 023: Claus to update the CR.
4.3.5 CR-022

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-022
	http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/cr/uddi-spec-tc-cr-022-serviceProjectionWithServiceMove-20020203.doc
	service projection move
	Andrew Hately
	 


Andrew to provide update on making change agreed to at FTF:

AR 024: Andrew to update the CR. Luc to forward the master to the diagram used in the CR to Andrew. Andrew is going to update the problem statement with state diagrams of where things go wrong when the "dangling" behavior is used for moved service projections during replication.
4.3.6 CR-023

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-023
	http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/cr/uddi-spec-tc-cr023-v2tov3keyMapping-20030121.doc
	v2 v3 key mapping
	Andrew Hately
	 


Andrew to provide update on making change agreed to at FTF:

Resend to author:  review the policy section and move the new para proposed for 10.1.1 to a more appropriate location
AR 025: Andrew to update the CR

4.3.7 CR-027
	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors
	Editor

	CR-027
	http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/cr/uddi-spec-tc-cr027-clarifyKeySpaceDefinition-20020203.doc
	Clarify key space definition
	Andrew Hately
	 


Andrew & Sam to report progress with this item as per FTF notes:

AR 026: Andrew and Sam to update the CR and resubmit

4.4 Update on KAVI
The KAVI system is still under test, but is expected to go online for general use in mid-March.  Karl Best has indicated that by the middle of next week, OASIS expects to send out information on KAVI to members, including some introductory education information.   You will be requested to log onto the system and set up your account at that time.

We also still have some concerns with using KAVI which have not been addressed.  We are working with Karl and the KAVI team on these.

4.5 Reports from Sub-committees & Discussion of Outstanding Technical Notes & Best Practices
Subcommittee Chairs will provide us with an update of their work.
4.5.1 Modeling ebXML Components in UDDI

Keisuke Kibakura to report on status of latest updates to this TN based on input received from Alok srivastava and at the February FTF.  Here are some notes from the FTF:
At the 2/12 FTF, a number of issues to be addressed in this TN were identified.  These are described below.

· tModel Naming Conventions. We noted that the naming convention used to name the tModels (e.g. tModel Name: ebxml-org:specifications) should align to naming conventions adopted by the ebXML community. 
· Doman Name Keyspace. We noted that the keyspace proposed for use did not satisfy the need to the ebXML community to own and manage its keyspace (e.g. tModel UDDI Key (V3): uddi:ubr.uddi.org:categorization:ebxml.org:specifications) and that it should be altered to the following: uddi:ebxml.org:specifications. We expressed the need for input from the ebXML community. 

· overviewURL. We identified the need for the ebXML TCs to validate the URLs proposed for the overviewURLs of the tModels identified.

The above led us to conclude that consultation with the ebXML TC was warranted and we would express to them a desire to comment and validate the modeling, recommendations, naming and propsed keyspaces

There was agreement for the need to provide rationale of modeling a CPP as a businessService. We felt that this was important given that ebXML audience whom the TN is directed at.

In light of the above, we felt it important to provide a list of definitions that would help readers understand UDDI terminology. As such, references to the V3 glossary and use of footnotes would be made to provide explanatory text.

4.5.2 Version 2 WSDL TN

Tony Rogers and John Colgrave will report on editing progress to clean up this TN for review.  We had planned to see this TN posted prior to the meeting to begin TC review.  If this occurs, the TC will begin these discussions.
4.5.3 Providing a Value Set for Use in UDDI V3

This TN has been approved via email ballot and as a TC TN.  It is posted at http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/tn/uddi-spec-tc-tn-valuesetprovider-20030212.htm
4.5.4 Versioning Taxonomy & Identifier Systems

Pat Felsted has posted a draft of this TN.   Pat will walk the TC through this document and the TC will begin review.   See the doc posted at:  http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200301/doc00004.doc
4.5.5 Understanding Key Partitions

Pat Felsted will report on progress with this TN.
4.6 Discussion on the topic of a joint UDDI / ebXML registry discussion paper
Chairs to provide an update on subsequent discussions since the FTF on this topic.

5 New Business 

5.1 Taxonomy TN Proposal

Max Voskob proposed a new TN (http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200212/msg00031.html).  Max has since submitted a set of use cases as requested at the FTF in February.  We will discuss these and then revisit the 7 issues discussed.
Notes from the FTF:

We discussed and identified a set of issue. What follows is a description of the problem statement as we saw it:

1. desire to standardize the method of obtaining the values and navigation (e.g. either flat, unordered, overlapping or hierarchical) of a taxonomy by a client

· desire to have common APIs: navigation, inquiry, management
· desire to have common return structure (common schema)

2. desire to capture the semantics of a taxonomy; e.g. exposing semantics of the validation algorithms
3. desire to express how to use the values obtained given 1. and 2. above

4. desire to accommodate IP / business model concerns of value set providers

5. Possible work: investigate means of exploiting taxonomy engine logic using UDDI’s extensibility mechanisms around findQualifiers (etc.)

6. desire to handle changes in taxonomies; this is more than versioning of a given value set and must handle static or growing
7. desire to establish relationships between taxonomy terms, and between taxonomies

8. i18n and localization – multilingual, political
There is a general question of “when” and “what” mechanism:

1. do we issue as a TN, a CR or is this next-version (v4), or is it a spec on its own?
2. who is the owner for this work: UDDI or some other subject-matter experts?
3. what are the opportunity to absorb current work? what is the criteria for selection?
Summary of actions:
We discussed that our approach to this problem should be phased. 

1. desire to have a paper to more fully describe the problem space; valuable input would be for Max to provide the use cases

2. lets decide what problems (1-7) identified above we want to address first

3. produce a TN scoped to current and widely support formats for taxonomies; this work should avoid as part of this TN definition of schema or APIs

· Clearly we need to take a strategic view and approach to this selection. The outcome of this can lead to greater opportunities based on the selection/approach. This ultimately depends on our shared goals

· We need to identify criteria for selection

We’re tabling this for the moment.
5.2 UDDI Version 4

5.2.1 Process Discussion

Luc created updates to the process documented based on discussion at the February FTF.  This resulted in the creation of separate requirements and proposal documents, whose templates are posted at:

http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/templates/uddi-spec-tc-requirements-template.doc
http://oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/templates/uddi-spec-tc-proposal-template.doc
If there are no further issues with use of these templates and there is time, we will discuss assigning owners to work items to get requirements submitted. 
From the FTF, we created the following strawman process:

1. Requirements Identification & Collection Period

2. Prioritization of Requirements

Considerations:

Impact on delivery vehicle (additions to UDDI or a new spec)
modularity

3. Identify schedule: are we date driven, market driven (what is the balance between the two)

4. Selection of Line Item/Feature content

5. Subgroup creation – development of line items

6. Draft Line Item Documents

7. Integration of line items into base spec

8. Draft V4 Spec

9. Review Schedule

6 Discussion of Additions to Agenda
7 Upcoming Meetings
7.1 Discuss Telecon Schedule

Discuss Unitspace proposal to hold next FTF in Moscow, Russia.   If you know there are issues with you traveling to Moscow, we need to know this to aid in finalizing this meeting’s schedule/location.
7.2 Host for Upcoming Telecon

Need a volunteer for hosting the 3/25 Telecon.
OASIS UDDI Specification TC – Agenda
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