Minutes of UDDI Spec TC Telecon

 
Date:      20050726
 
Chairs:   Luc Clément, Systinet, luc.clement@systinet.com

 

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

TC Telecon

Call hosted by Pete Wenzel, SeeBeyond

Time
UTC: Tue-19:30, Seattle: Tue-12:30, New York: Tue-15:30, London: Tue-20:30, Frankfurt: Tue-21:30, Moscow: Tue-23:30, Melbourne: Wed-05:30
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1 Attendance
Attendance taken:
	Member Name
	Company or Organization
	20050726

	Clement, Luc
	Systinet
	y

	Colgrave, John 
	IBM
	y

	Dovey, Matthew 
	Individual
	y

	Hately, Andrew 
	IBM
	y

	Kochman, Rob
	Microsoft
	y

	Macias, Paul A.
	LMI
	 

	Mikulinsky, Oleg
	WebLayers
	 

	Prout, Dave
	British Telecom
	y

	Rogers, Tony
	Computer Associates
	y

	Sharma, Shamik
	SOA Software
	y

	Sycara, Katia
	Individual
	 

	von Riegen, Claus 
	SAP AG
	y

	Wenzel, Pete
	SeeBeyond Technology
	y

	Wu, Zhe
	Oracle
	y


Also in attendance as an observer were Chris Brown, BAH and James Bryce Clark, OASIS.
2 Additions to Agenda
None
3 Administration

3.1 Next Call

Next call is scheduled for 16 Aug 2005. 
We need a host.
Minutes:

 Tony Rogers, CA
4 TC Business

4.1 Agenda items:

1. selecting an IPR mode

2. adopting WS-Policy / WS-Policy Attachment

4.2 Selecting an IPR mode
Luc read out the salient points of the Transition IPR policy of OASIS. He pointed out that the only options available for an existing TC are: RF with RAND terms or RF with Limited terms. James Clark clarified that we have a choice of three modes, because our charter did not include royalty-free terms. Thus RAND is available to us, too. Old rights and contributions still hold – the new IPR policy controls only contributions after the date of adoption.

Note: once the TC goes through IPR transition, only members of organisations which have signed the new IPR agreement can participate in the TC.

Straw poll of choice (preferred, live with, cannot live with):

· LC (Systinet) = RF + Limited, live with RF+Rand, not want RAND

· JC (IBM) = either RF, not want RAND

· MD (OU) = RF + Limited, live with RF+Rand, not want RAND

· RK (MS) = RF+Rand, doubtful RF+Limited, not want RAND

· DP (BT) = RF+Limited, live with RF+RAND, not want RAND

· TR (CA) = RAND, live with RF+RAND, not want RF+Limited

· SS (SOA) = either RF, not want RAND

· CvR (SAP) = RF+RAND, not want RAND or RF+Limited
· W (SeeBeyond Tech) = prefer RF+Limited, live with RF+RAND, not want RAND
· ZW (Oracle) = no position

Suggested question is a yes/no ballot on RF+RAND – official Transition Approval Ballot, which goes to the OASIS voting members in each organisation. 

The official vote for RF+RAND:

· LC (Systinet) = Yes

· JC (IBM) = Yes

· MD (OU) = Yes

· AH (IBM) = Yes

· RK (MS) = Yes

· DP (BT) = Yes

· TR (CA) = Abstain

· SS (SOA) = Yes

· CvR (SAP) = Yes

· PW (SeeBeyond Tech) = Yes

· ZW (Oracle) = Abstain

Motion passed.

Claus clarified that the charter cannot change except to narrow or clarify once the new mode of operation came into effect (Jamie confirmed that). Additionally, he asked for clarification about existing delivered items – they are covered under the legacy IPR. Jamie explained that all this information is covered on the IPR page for each TC. 

ACTION: Tony and Luc to e-mail Jamie to confirm the request for the IPR Transition Approval Ballot.

4.3 Adopting a policy framework
Luc explained that he feels uncomfortable with not having adopted a single framework for expressing policy. He wants to be consistent from one TN to another, making it easier for readers.

The suggestion is to adopt WS-Policy + WS-PolicyAttachment. There has been some discomfort expressed with the fact that these are not published by a standards body, and that they are not final (currently published as a fairly stable draft).

Note that the licensing terms for WS-Policy + WS-PolicyAttachment are comparable to OASIS’s RF+RAND terms.

It is suggested that we not incorporate this into the UDDI standard directly. The suggestion is that we reference it in TNs, and other non-normative documents. However, even at that remove, there are members of the TC who are uncomfortable with the adoption of WS-Policy, mainly because of the doubt over the IPR terms, and because WS-Policy is not on a standards track.

Luc recommended that nothing should emanate from the TC that would require a user to seek a licence. Matthew suggested that the TC must give careful consideration to any item that would reference a specification that is on not royalty-free terms.

Motion: the TC will give careful consideration to any item that would reference a specification that is on not royalty-free terms, particularly for normative documents.

· Yes: 7

· Abstain: AH, RK, DP, CvR

· No: 0

· Motion carried.

Lots of discussion about whether to adopt WS-Policy – both in favour and against. One option that was discussed was separating the TNs into two parts – one describing the abstract, the other providing a “binding” of the abstract to WS-Policy+WS-PolicyAttachment – this is more work, but can more readily accommodate the adoption of another standard, should that prove to be necessary.

Motion: the TC will allow reference to WS-Policy+WS-PolicyAttachment in TC documents.

· Yes: LC, JC, MD, AH, RK, SS, CvR

· Abstain: DP, TR

· No: PW, ZW

· Motion carried. The two Nos could become Yes if WS-Policy becomes an official standard.

5 Additions to Agenda
Minutes

None
6 Adjournment
Minutes

Adjourned 6:35am Australian Eastern Standard Time.
