Agenda of UDDI Spec TC Telecon
 
Date:      20041109
 
Chairs:   Luc Clément, Systinet, luc.clement@systinet.com 

Tony Rogers, Computer Associates, Tony.Rogers@ca.com
Logistics  

TC Telecon.

Call hosted by Tony Rogers, Computer Associates. Call details:
· Toll free: 

(888) 827-2241
· Toll: 


+1 706-679-8701
· Conference code

7148126642

UTC: Tue-19:30, Seattle: Tue-11:30, New York: Tue-14:30, London: Tue-19:30, Frankfurt: Tue-20:30, Moscow: Tue-22:30, Melbourne: Wed-06:30
Please note: times are changed due to daylight savings time (northern hemisphere off, southern hemisphere on).
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1 Attendance

Attendance to be taken.

Steve Capell tenders his apologies – he will not be able to make this call, because he’ll be flying during it.

2 Additions to Agenda

No additions so far.
3 Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

Motion to approve the minutes of the October meeting which are posted at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9730/Minutes20041019.doc    

 

Minutes:

4 Administration

4.1 Next Call

The next telecon will be 30 November – we are looking for a volunteer to host that call.
Minutes:

4.2 Next FTF Meeting
The next face-to-face meeting is tentatively set for January 2005. Do we have a volunteer to host this meeting? Somewhere on the west coast of the USA would probably get us the most attendees, but don’t let that stop you volunteering a site elsewhere.
Minutes:

5 Old Business

5.1 Review of AR List

5.1.1 AR002: Update to the Key Partitions TN

 

	#0002: Update Key Partitions TN

	Owner: Steve Capell

	Status: Open

	Assigned: 23 Apr 2003

	Due: 


Steve cannot give us a status report. Deferred to next meeting.
Minutes:

5.1.2 AR055 – UBR tModels

Only remaining thing is for the tModels page to be updated
Luc to report on status and related matters: 1) reservation of key spaces for OASIS TCs and 2) set of keyGenerators tModel cleanup
Minutes:

5.2 V3.0.2 

5.2.1 Schedule for working on v3.0.2

With a view to announcing the submission of v3.0.2 at the Gartner meeting, we have a tight schedule, with the following deadlines:

Submit to Luc for consolidation 1-Oct
Get crypto material from RSA    1-Oct
Editors - work complete 7-Oct
First review by TC on Telecon   12-Oct
Submit intent to publish to Jamie       13-Oct
Vote to release to OASIS for 30-day public review       2-Nov
Gartner Presentation    17-Nov

Luc to report on status of crypto material from RSA.

Luc to report on ballot, and on the collection of organization statements of use.
Minutes:

 

5.2.2 DiscoveryURL and multi-version UDDI registries
Claus raised a question about the version of the data returned by the discoveryUrl in a multi-version registry.  Refer to: http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200410/msg00022.html 
He is asking if this is seen to be a problem, or if we just need to note this issue in the specification. There was some feeling that there is an issue here, and that perhaps we should consider providing a means to address it. One suggestion was to qualify the DiscoveryURL with the version – perhaps indicating BusinessEntity-V2, BusinessEntity-V3, and so forth.

Comments were requested to the list.

Minutes

5.3 Technical Notes in Progress

5.3.1 Using BPEL in a UDDI Registry Technical Note

Claus has provided has reposted the TN based on feedback received during UDDI TC FTF Meeting June 28-30, 2004. It is ready to be revised by the assigned Editors. It is posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7835/uddi-spec-tc-tn-bpel-20040719.doc
 

Claus reported that there have been some comments on this TN in the BPEL TC. It has now been forwarded to the subcommittee on Abstract Processes.

 

We’re waiting on them. Claus will urge them along; Ivona the co-author is also tracking the BPEL TC closely.

Claus to outline progress.
 

Minutes:

5.3.2 “Handling of anyURI datatypes” Technical Note

Discussion of the http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7502/uddi-spec-tc-tn-anyURIHandling-20040629.doc
Approved at last meeting. Luc to correct two minor typos and publish.

Luc to report on status.
Minutes

5.3.3 QoS Technical Note

Luc has been working on this (http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/6231/uddi-spec-tc-tn-QoS-metrics-20040402.doc ), and will report on his progress, and on interfacing with the WSDM TC.

Luc was planning to have this ready by this telecon.

 
Luc to report on status.
Minutes:

5.3.4 Technical Note: “Using WS-Policy in UDDI”

Scope:

· Review the WS-Policy Attachment spec (what has already been done?)

· Take the WSDL and BPEL TNs into account

· Define a profile:

· Do we want policy in WSDL, directly in UDDI, what?

· Do we want policy-based discovery?

· Use case examples

TC to produce a TN “Using WS-Policy in UDDI” based on the above.

Notes:

1. may want to reference this work in other TNs

2. may want to announce this at the W3C Constraints and Capabilities Workshop

3. Claus’s original document on the use of WS-Policy can be used as raw material

New TN – author volunteers: Katia, Claus, Luc, Andrew

Editors: Tony, Maud, Rob

There was considerable discussion of the details of the TN, particularly in reference to Claus’s notes.

There is an issue relating to mapping in a multi-version registry: once again V2 makes it necessary to use instanceParms, while it would be attractive in V3 to use the category bag on the bindingTemplate.

There’s another question about combining policy – there’s little or no work done so far on the subject of taking multiple policies and deriving their combined result. This discourages the creation of granular policies and combining them. Yet this would be an attractive way to deal with the UDDI policy – take each of the elements in Chapter 9 and make it a policy element. This would be particularly useful to allow discovery by policy. Should we take this problem to the WS-Policy workshop, and raise it as a critical question?

It is likely the TC must establish our own domain in WS-Policy terms.

Status report from Katia / Claus / Luc / Andrew.
Minutes
5.3.5 Securing the Channel Technical Note

Tony has uploaded a revised draft with examples to KAVI.

This revised version had some flaws, and will need revision, mainly to remove some over-simplifications. Matthew and Andrew have been appointed as editors.
Matthew and Andrew to report on status.

Minutes
5.3.6 JAX-RPC Technical Note

Mirek and Matthew were appointed as editors for this TN. Mirek has reviewed this TN and provided his feedback to John. Waiting on Matthew’s review – he was unable to get onto the call.
John, Mirek, and Matthew to report on the status of this TN.

Minutes
5.4 Case Studies
At present we have 4 case studies posted to UDDI.org. Please encourage your respective mktg organizations to promote these to this site.
Minutes
5.5 UDDI Executive and Technical White Paper

Comments provided to Brent Sleeper by Tom, Paul, and the call. 

Papers posted on the UDDI.org website.

Minutes
6 Gartner Presentation

Despite occasional obstacles, this seems to be taking shape.

Status report from the team working on this.

Minutes
7 UDDI v.Next Discussions
7.1 Taxonomy Management (Req 28)

7.1.1 Using OWL for the interchange format

Tabled while we get the rest of this topic sorted out.
7.1.2 Taxonomy APIs
7.1.2.1 Taxonomy Navigation API

We resolved that we will not provide a navigation API in this version of UDDI.

We discussed a means for providing access by a third party API to the source documents of the ontology (possibly using multiple OverviewDoc URLs to point at the documents). This will probably take the form of a recommendation (possibly as a non-normative appendix).

Tabled while we get the rest of this topic sorted out.

7.1.2.2 Taxonomy Management API

We do not have agreement on this point as yet. It is not even clear if we are ready to specify it.

The two positions are:

1. define an API to provide the three functions John described in his proposal:

a. load an ontology

b. unload an ontology

c. delete the classes named in a file

2. do not define an API – allow each vendor to provide a UI to perform these tasks

If we define API entries, then there is a standard way to handle these ontology files across all UDDI implementations. But it means that we must plan for the interaction of other v.Next functionality with this new API – we must determine the interaction with access control, in particular. One suggestion was not to provide an API in v.Next, but to leave open the option of providing one in a later version – that way we can get some experience in the use of the ontology files, and in a better position to define an API with appropriate options. 

There are access control issues: when one ontology publisher loads an ontology file, it may alter a class or classes loaded by another ontology publisher. This alteration may be deliberate or accidental, and it may be desirable or malicious. Do we attempt to control this through defined controls? Or will we rely on social control?

Massimo and Matthew will write a proposal for this API.
Massimo and Matthew to report

Minutes

7.2 Semantic Search (Req 29)

Submission by Massimo: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200409/msg00020.html 
Massimo presented his document, and it was explored in depth by the TC. We discussed the content and made minor modifications and clarifications interactively. The document is ready to proceed to a full proposal.

Massimo to report on progress
Minutes
7.3 Qualified KeyedReference – addressing Range-based Query (Req 23)
This proposal was presented by Luc as a means of addressing a number of the requirements, including range-based query, semantic query, boolean / logical combination, and the question of considering the keyName as significant. The new idea is an extension to keyedReference that allows the inclusion of findQualifiers inside a keyedReference – this is called a qualifiedKeyedReference. The proposal also suggests qualifying a value set with data typing information, with the intent of specifying the comparison operations applicable to the value set – at the very least we must support string and numeric comparisons, but there are many others (date/time, geographic, …). The proposal also includes a variation on the logical combination of elements in bags, complete with negations.

We were determined that we want to use a name other than findQualifier.

Luc took us through this proposal, and much discussion ensued.

One of our problems was an absence of use cases.

TODO:

1. use cases to be fleshed out, particularly concerning range query, use of key name significance

2. use cases for value set typing (how many types: string, numeric, ?datestamp, ?anyURI) and how it will be used (do we constrain the data we accept for inquiry, publish?)

3. Luc to submit proposal to Katia / Massimo – flesh out section 2.3

4. use cases for multiple levels of bracketing

5. use cases for negation on:

a. keys

b. names

c. discoveryUrls

6. compare this logical expressions proposal with Daniel / Tom’s proposal – expressiveness

Luc, Katia, Massimo to report on progress

Luc committed to have his proposal done by this call.
Minutes

7.4 Boolean Query Operations (Req 20)

7.4.1 AR0059

#0059: v.Next: Boolean Query Operations (Req 20) Owner: Daniel Feygin Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 18 Jul 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:26 GMT
Update current proposal to align with either categoryBags or inquiryCategoryBags (see Req 23) for combination. 

Luc to report.

Minutes

7.4.2 AR0060

#0060: v.Next: Boolean Query Operations (Req 20) - Produce Example Queries Owner: Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 10 Aug 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:28 GMT
A required addition to this proposal is a series of examples showing the modeling of a variety of common queries to prove that we have not lost any important expressivity. Responsibility for this AR is not yet assigned. 

Deferred for consideration later – do this after we decide on the Boolean mechanism.

Minutes

7.5 ACLs (Req 16)

7.5.1 Proposal without breaking the containment model
Due to the strong concerns voiced about the idea of breaking the containment model, it would be useful to have an alternative proposal. John and Andrew to work on the proposal to which does not break the containment model. 

John and Andrew to report on status 

Minutes
 

7.6 WS-Policy Mapping

 

May be a TN – see 5.3.4 above.
Minutes

7.7 SOAP 1.2 Binding

Deferred – future issue – tabled for later.
Minutes

7.8 Contacts (Req 27)

7.8.1 Using a binding template to implement a contact
Write a proposal that shows how to use a binding template as a contact – a way of handling this using the existing data structures

Luc has an alternative proposal, one that is perhaps more flexible, and has some real advantages. He suggests using keyed reference groups and the “Dublin Core” schema (an RDF proposal). 

Luc will prepare a proposal by the next teleconference, due to time constraints.

Deferred to next teleconference.

Minutes

7.9 Stale Data (Req 19)

 

Zhe Wu is preparing a proposal relating to date-based search qualifiers. Target next telecon (30 November).
Deferred to next teleconference.

Minutes

8 Additions to Agenda

9 Adjournment
