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Phone Attendees:
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WebMethods – Prasad Yendluri
Welcome from Carl Best – Oasis

· Move Elections to Tomorrow Morning

· Discuss Officer Duties

· Discuss Charter

· Question – What is an OASIS Standard?

· Standard must be submitted to OASIS membership

· Must submit 30 days prior to calendar quarter

· Document sent out on calendar quarter

· 90 days to review

· 30 day vote

· What are we to do with v1.0?

Discussion today will help identify what officers are required for TC.  Election of officers is therefore delayed until Wednesday morning.  A list of prospective officers and the associated roles and responsibilities will be distributed to the list at the end of the day.

OASIS TCs produce technical specifications (don’t recommend technology like W3C).  An OASIS Standard is approved by full OASIS membership.  

Discussion regarding whether to make v1.0 a technical committee specification.  Decided to evaluate changes that would be required and determine how significant they are.  Given OASIS structure, we have 6 weeks to get something to Karl in time for an OASIS membership vote on quarterly calendar if we want to put something up for the next round of voting.  Should be validated by interop group before it goes to a membership vote.  Suggested we modify v1.0 to resolve known issues and then make v1.1 a TC specification.  Question regarding how much strength a TC spec has.

· Jim Hughes motion
It is the intent of this TC to respond to comments raised on ebXML MS Specification v1.0 and create OASIS TC Committee Specification v1.1 as a step towards creating OASIS Messaging Service Specification v2.0.

· V1.0 w/ errata accepted as TC specification

· Second Ian

· Carry without dissent

Discussion – Need to think about working with and coordinating with other groups outside of original ebXML scope (e.g., WSDL).

Option – v1.0 updated with errata, then 2.0.  Agreed fewer versions = greater interoperability.  Avoid confusion regarding versioning and what’s different between versions.

· Mission Statement?  (Ian)

· Discussion of Delivery Matrix (Requirements)

History of original Matrix as background:   Originated at Brussels meeting (3rd TRP meeting), derived from review of original TRP requirements document.  Difficulty achieving spec that satisfied all requirements recognized.  Evaluated and divided requirements up into phases:  

1. Required to satisfy anything in terms of useful spec

2. strongly needed – not first tier requirements

3. nice to have – spec could go forward without

Result was matrix and cross-referencing, created for Irving meeting and revised for Tokyo meeting.   Was always intended to be a working document – internal group use.  Use of and coordination of matrix fell off – didn’t carry through following efforts and meetings.  Hasn’t been maintained for almost a year.

Question regarding status of original TRP / MSS requirements document.  Most requirements were rolled into ebXML overall requirements document.

Decided to use Delivery Matrix as a basis to drive discussion for v2.0.  References to requirements document, line numbers are outdated at this point.  Went through Delivery Matrix from October 2000 and updated to use as a start for v2.0 discussion.

Do Use Cases still hold?  Agreed they need to be revisited.  For example, what if there is not a CPA?  Do we need a separate document for use cases for v2  (separate from delivery matrix).  Would help in coordinating between interop team.

Reviewed Delivery Matrix (Oct 2000 version) and added comments to indicate what has been covered in V1.0, what is required or needs to be revisited for V2.0, and what is out of scope.  Commented matrix will be distributed to the list.

· Who owns this list?

· This will be the driver for Requirements

· Interop Discussion with Philippe (Chair of Interop / Conformance TC)

· Any input from ebXML POC from Vienna that needs to be considered?

· Interop issues

· Reliability

· Discussion

Intend to provide feedback to other technical committees.   However, won’t be in a timeframe to provide input to this TC’s errata for v1.0.   Will need a liaison from this team participating on interop team.  Experts from each TC will help determine what from each spec should be included for conformance.  The group will not do conformance test, but will go to a qualified outside group or another organization.

· Other Standards Bodies / One Specification or Multiple

Discussion regarding our plan in relation to other bodies, e.g. W3C.  For example, base messaging semantics, or reliable messaging – should they be submitted to W3C?  How to bring parts together in a meaningful way so they can be implemented as a holistic solution.

Should the spec be divided into separate documents that could stand alone and individually submitted to another organization for consideration (e.g., Reliable Messaging submitted to W3C)?  Question regarding dependencies between proposed sections and how those would be handled.  Agreed there is a need for modularity.  

· Issues List

· Manifest Placement

· Backward Compatibility

· Compliance Level (Minimum Implementation)

· Error with External Services?

· Time to Live – Definitions

· Service Interface Definition (Model)

· MSH Definition Required?

· TC Documents

· Errata

· Requirements v2.0

· Use Cases v2.0

· MS Document v2.0

· Glossary

· Specification v2.0 Structure (Taxonomy)

· Core – Minimum Implementation

· Reliability

· CPA/CPP

· Error Handling

· Service Interface

· Security

· Routing

· Issues / Actions 

1. Manifest placement

2. Backward compatibility (major impact to interop team – ask Philippe to raise with that group)

3. Compliance levels

a. Define minimum implementation

4. Error handling for ‘external service’?

5. TimeToLive – definition / clarification

6. Service interface definition

a. Relationship to BPSI (WSDL?), etc.

7. MSH def required.  Currently a nebulous concept.  All that is defined is a wire format?  What is the difference between a MSH and a Message Service?  MSH does provide some services.

8. What are the underlying interop points this group needs to define?  

a. Wire format black-box endpoint the only one?

9. Leverage SOAP semantics for interoperability (e.g., mustUnderstand).

10. Comparison of MSS spec against other specs was discussed, but never done.  Should be done for v2.0? (alignment)

11. What is our ‘core competency’ / scope for V2.0?  Refine V1.0 design objective?

a. Look to other groups / standards and determine where we have disconnects, overlaps, or additional requirements.

b. What pieces might fit better with other standards groups / TCs?

· Other Standards Groups with Impacts on us – much discussion

· XML Protocol

· XML Dsig

· XML Encryption -- Ralph

· OASIS Security

· OASIS SAML, Encryption

· OASIS XCML

· OASIS CPPA

· OASIS IIC – Interoperability – Ralph, David F.

· OASIS/UNCEFACT -- Architecture

· Other Groups (Business)

· RosettaNet

· HL7

· OAG

· EDIINT – David F

· Discussion about other groups

Level of involvement / importance to our work.  Where do we need liaisons, monitoring, reports, etc. (different levels of involvement)?  Can we begin to assess these standards in parallel as we identify requirements for V2.0?

· TC Working Groups

· Firm Up Message Service Definition/Purpose (Team 1)
(ConOps – Concept of Operations – Use Cases)

· Errata for v1.1 (no new functionality) (Team 2)

· Requirements for v2.0 (from Functional Requirements) (Team 3)

· Offices for Tomorrow

· Chair – convene, moderate, direct meetings; liaison to OASIS; should be process oriented, unbiased 

· Secretary – takes minutes and reports action items

· Editor – control and compose document development / releases, etc.

· Vice-Chair – takes over for and supports chair as required

· Draft List of TC Deliverables

1. Message service spec 1.0 errata

2. Version 2.0 specification

3. Establish liaisons to other groups

4. Establish sub groups within the Messaging TC

5. Service Interface (separate document or part of 2.0 spec?) 

6. Glossary  (get ebXML TA glossary as starting point)

· Highest priority items from this meeting:

1. Version 2 

a. Firm up message service definition

b. Conops definition (objectives, scope, etc.)

c. Use Cases

2. Version 1.1 errata

a. Clarify ambiguities

b. No changes to or new functionality

c. Refinements (fixing things, etc.) 

3. Version 2 requirements 

a. Delivery / requirements matrix

b. Interaction with other groups to solicit / identify requirements

Tuesday 7/18/01 Open 9:00

Phone:  Pam, Brad, Bruce, Prasad

Room:  same as above

· Election of officers (election run by Jim Hughes)

· Ian Jones – Chair

· Brian Gibb – Vice Chair

· Colleen Evans – Editor

· David Fischer – Secretary

· SOAP-RP & DIME presentation
        <presentation sent to list>

Introduction to SOAP-RP and DIME 

Henrik Frystyk Nielsen, Architect, Microsoft Corp.

Intent is to submit to a standards organization (W3C Note – same as SOAP – rules haven’t changed).  

DIME required if used directly over TCP or UDP.

Question regarding how proactive ebXML should be in submitting the ‘missing pieces’ to make convergence happen – rather than being just reactive and adopting pieces as they are developed.

· Review of MS v1.0 Specification

· Input from Iwasa, Fujitsu on v1.0 <on list>

· Encryption – see section 12.3.5 also CPP/CPA section 7.5.12

· Digital Signatures – can we make a REQUIREMENT for support of more than one signatures.

· Minimum Implementations – better description (Appendix)

· Separation from CPA – more clarification 

· Assign to v1.0 errata team

· Transfer for Large Messages

· Added functionality for v2.0 or
· Supplemental Spec

· Message Sequence for Multi-hop

· Synchronous Messaging in BestEffort

· Multicast Functions

· HTTP binding of Ack Message

· Synchronous Messaging in BestEffort

· MessageID Format

· All these issues will be fed into the v1.1 errata team.

· Team Creation

· Creation of a v1.0 Errata Team (Team 2)

· Clarifications

· Easy bug fixes

· NO NEW FUNCTIONALITY

· Need a prioritized list of changes/proposals to mailing-list

· Document will be v1.1 and we will claim it as a TC Specification

· Team:  Brad, Arvola, David F, David B (Lead), Colleen

· Lead will put proposed execution plan to list.

· Comments Cut-off will be 17 August at midnight Pacific Time.

· Creation of ConOps team (Team 1)

· Ralph (Lead), Bob, Jim, Scott, Ian, Sanjay

· Need more definition on how things work and why (Architecture)

· V1.0 sections 5 & 6 (make a usage section)

· Define initial Service Interface

· Creation of Requirements Team (Team 3)

· Initial Requirements for v2.0

· Delivery Matrix will be initial set.

· Chair will send a message to list requesting comments for v2.0

· Team is to Collect and Organize requirements (not Define).

· Team to submit document by October 31.

· Brian (Lead), David F, Scott

· Chair will formally request the OASIS executive committee to distribute this call for requirements to its affiliates.

· Discuss Deliverables

· Discuss delivery list – decided to keep Oct 31 for Requirements Document

· Team 1 timelines to be discussed on next Con Call.

· Future Calls and Meetings

· Length?  Decision – 3 days.

· Meeting 1 Options List
   Sept 17-19 London or October 3-5 Miami or Sept 26-28 elsewhere
· Meeting 2 – December 4-6 no location yet
· Volunteers to Host?

· Con Calls Monday 10am Central every other week for 90 minutes
       starting July 30.
                    Hosts
· July 30 – David B

· August 13 – Scott

· August 27 – Ralph

· Sept 10 – Bruce

· Sept 24 – Iwasa

· Action Items

· Report on related initiatives and standards as Agenda Item on next meeting

· Chair will create a Mission Statement (1-2 paragraphs).

· Secretary to put message out.  Team eMail to list have subject prefaced by T1, T2, T3 (Team1, Team2, Team3).

· Adjourn 2pm.

