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Phone: +1/610/661-1000
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NOTE – there will be NO Telecon dial-in capability for this meeting.

Itinerary

Monday, Nov 11

09:00 – 13:00

TC meets
· New Agenda Items

· Review meeting objectives

· Process Items

· V3 Errata

1:00 – 2:00

Lunch - training café on the 2nd floor

2:00-3:00

TC meets

· Subcommittees meet

4:00-5:00

UDDI Overview Discussion

Tuesday, Nov 12

10:00 – 11:00

WSDL Sub-committee meets

10:00 - 11:00

Value Set TN Discussion

11:00 – 1:00

TC Meets

· Subcommittee reports

· Review CR updates from Andrew H.

· V3 Entity Key Case Folding

· Behavior for out of bounds list head on inquiry

1:00 - 2:00

Lunch

2:00-5:00

TC meets

· Disposition of legacy TN's

· Open Forum

· Future spec content discussion

· Chair report on V2 Standardization process

· News on ebXML/RegRep discussions

· Next Telecon and FTF

Agenda

1. Attendance

2. Additions to Agenda

3. Old Business

4. New Business

5. Open Forum/New Agenda Items

Attendance

· Introductions

· Attendance Roll Call

	Member Name
	Company or Organization
	11-Nov-02 F2F

	Ahmed, Zahid
	Commerce One
	n

	Alban, Hedy 
	Max Shevet Consulting
	y

	Anobile, Mike
	Lisa
	n

	Atkinson, Bob
	Microsoft
	n

	Bellwood, Tom
	IBM
	y

	Boubez, Toufic
	Layer Seven Technologies
	n

	Cahuzac, Maud
	France Telecom
	y

	Candadai, Arun
	Asera
	n

	Cho, Pyounguk
	Iona
	n

	Clement, Luc
	Microsoft
	y

	Colgrave, John 
	IBM
	y

	Corda, Dr. Ugo 
	SeeBeyond Technology
	y

	Cox, Bill
	BEA
	y

	Dadbhawala, Dharmesh
	
	n

	DeNicola, Mike 
	Fujitsu
	y

	Dovey, Matthew 
	Oxford Univ.
	n

	Drake, Trey 
	Sun
	n

	Felsted, Patrick R. 
	Novell Inc.
	y

	Feygin, Daniel
	Unitspace
	y

	Gadbois, David 
	Sun
	n

	Garg, Shishir 
	France Telecom
	n

	Hashida, Yukio 
	NTT
	y

	Hately, Andrew 
	IBM
	y

	Henry, Brad A.
	NCR
	n

	Hunter, Ian D. 
	TIBCO
	n

	Januszewski, Karsten
	Microsoft
	n

	Kawai, Aikichi 
	NTT
	y

	Kibakura, Keisuke
	Fujitsu
	y

	Kurt, Chris
	Microsoft
	n

	Lam, Alex
	Lisa
	n

	Lee, Sam 
	Oracle
	y

	Lommel, Arle 
	Lisa
	n

	Macias, Paul A.
	LMI
	n

	MacKenzie, Matthew 
	XML Global Technologies
	n

	Mandera, Sandip
	Intel
	n

	Mangtani, Komal
	BEA
	n

	Munter, Joel 
	Intel
	n

	Patil, Sanjaykumar 
	Iona
	n

	Pollock, Jeffrey 
	Modulant
	n

	Portillo, Christina
	Boeing
	n

	Reed, Archie
	Critical Path
	n

	Rogers, Tony
	Computer Associates
	y

	Rossomando, Phil 
	Unisys
	n

	Sarukkai, Sekhar
	Corporate Oxygen
	n

	Shimaya, Akira 
	NTT
	n

	Srivastava, Alok A. 
	Oracle
	n

	Stephens, Bruce
	BEA
	n

	Sweet, Andrew
	Perficient
	n

	Thomas Manes, Anne 
	none
	y

	Turner, Kirby 
	none
	n

	Viens, Steve
	InflexionPoint
	n

	von Riegen, Claus 
	SAP AG
	y

	Voskob, Max
	MSI Business Solutions
	n

	Wahl, Mark 
	Sun
	y

	Weiner, Micheal
	IBM
	n

	Zagelow, George
	IBM
	y


Additions to Agenda

TBD

Old Business

1.1 (Quick) Review of Revised Spec Process

Revise Spec Process to take into account John Colgrave's comments [http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200210/msg00050.html]:

"... I propose that our process be amended to allow a subcommittee such as the proposed WSDL subcommittee to produce BPs and TNs, in addition to specification components.  Currently, the BP/TN process only describes roles for the two editors and the authors, and the assumption seems to be that the authors are not members of the committee."

· We agreed to update the process doc

AR 001 - Luc to update the doc accordingly and submit
1.2 Errata Process

Clarify spec errata process per comments made by Alok Srivastava [http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200210/msg00078.html]:

"I remember our discussion on what happens when the change requests (or errata) are approved, do we create a new version of the spec (like 3.1)? Has there been any agreement on this? The uddi-tc-spec document does not seem to talk about this."

We discussed:

· discussed and agreed to move the spec as a whole to the next "rev" 

· schema discussion: there is a "version" attribute used to version schema

· we agreed to batch the errata:

· The TC will discuss all errata as they arise. When the time comes to publish the errata, all issues should have been previously worked out
· Luc continues to be master editor for the whole v3 spec. He will assign additional editors as the work moves on.

· Since v2 has been submitted for OASIS approval and WS-I has included it in their basic profile (they grandfathered it with current UTF support), we should be cautious about making changes at this point in time. 

· Luc will clarify the errata where applicable and submit to the next telecon.

AR 002 - Luc to clarify where applicable
1.3 Best Practice Voting Rules

2.1 (1) and 2.6 of [http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/process/uddi-spec-tc-process-20021010.doc] seem contradictory (they are not in fact). For purpose of clarity, 2.1 (1) should be amended to state:

(1) UDDI Spec TC Best Practice
· How: follows the same voting rules as for the approval of a TC Specification and must be based on demonstrated experience

· What: As close as possible to a consensus on frequently asked questions where we have tried & tested solutions.

AR003 - Luc to update 

New Business

1.4 WS-Security TC Liaison

This agenda item was cancelled since Maryann Hondo, representative from WS-Security, was unable to appear to lead the discussion.

1.5 V3 Orientation

Orientation discussion of v3 documentation to help newcomers through the 400+ page document.  

This will be a loosely structured session of open discussion during which those who authored the V3 specification will discuss its various sections, purpose of the various features and attempt to answer any questions.   Some topics we think are worth covering:

· Core data structures

· Uses for tModels

· Importance of categorization

· Inquiry & Publish

· Business Relationships

· Replication

· Registry Affiliation – multi-registry environments

· V3 Changes in Entity Keying

· Subscription

· Security – digital signatures

· Internationalization capabilities

· Other topics depending on interest and time (
Tom presented an overview of V3.

1.6 Errata

1.6.1 Aligning v3 with WS-I Basic Profile

We need to decide how to handle ongoing UDDI compliance with the WS-I profiles.  This is not a decision to be taken lightly, as ongoing compliance will likely require some ongoing updates and some potential churn with vendors.  The alternative, though, may lead to reduced adoption of UDDI, which is probably equally undesirable.

Claus reported on the status of the WS-I Basic Profile.

· The working group has been working for over half a year and has published an open draft, available on WS-I home page, listing about 100 requirements that web services must support in order to be WS-I compliant. A final version of this document will be published by the end of March 2003. It will be published as a recommendation. 

· The working group is working not only on profiles but also on demonstrations, applications, and materials to test compliance to the profiles. Security is likely to be one of the next focal areas.

We discussed:

· Since UDDI is part of the WS-I stack, perhaps we should align v3 with the WS-I profile, tweak v3 wherever necessary to comply, and be a “good citizen.” However, this might mean that we are closely aligned with WS-I, perhaps to the exclusion of other organizations. To address this, we might provide several schemas from which vendors can choose. At one point we had four different schemas but that led to interoperability problems.

· If we do align with WS-I, how will we handle scheduling issues? For example, if the next version of the WS-I Basic Profile introduces some element that is relevant to us, do we immediately work on compliance? Do we wait for their decisions before moving along with our own releases? We would probably want our own schedule to proceed independent of developments in WS-I or any other organization.

MOTION to set up a subcommittee chaired by Claus with John, Patrick, and Andrew to participate as members.  Passed with none opposed. 

1.6.2 Support for UTF-16 in UDDI v3

Claus von Riegen took an action to go through the v3 spec to find areas of impact and will report at the F2F in the form of a Change Request.  

AR004 - assigned to Claus and his subcommittee - see marked up copy of the doc
1.6.3 Errors in v2 and v3 WSDL definitions

UDDI's v2 and v3 WSDL's are non-compliant with respect to the suggestions of the WS-I Basic Profile related to the use of the import of schema. Specifically, the WS-I Basic Profile constrains the use of the <wsdl:import> feature to the import of WSDL definition components from another WSDL document, and disallows the use of the <wsdl:import> feature to import schema definitions from an XSD file. See Section 5.1 of the WS-I Basic Profile: http://www.ws-i.org/Profiles/Basic/2002-10/BasicProfile-1.0-WGD.htm#WSDLDOCSTRUCT. 

Luc reviewed the v2 and v3 WSDLs (http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/tcspecs.shtml#uddiv2 and http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/tcspecs.shtml#uddiv3 respectively) and determined that they don't conform with R2003 (below). Indeed, they're written as is shown to be incorrect in section 5.1. 
For example the following:

<import namespace="urn:uddi-org:api_v2" location="uddi_v2.xsd" /> 
Should be rewritten as follows:

<definitions name="UDDI_Inquiry_API_V2" targetNamespace="

urn:uddi-org:inquiry_v2" ...

      xmlns:xs="http://www.w3.org/2001/XMLSchema"

   ...

   <wsdl:types>

      <xs:schema>

         <xs:import namespace="urn:uddi-org:api_v2" xsi:schemaLocation="

         http://www.uddi.org/schema/uddi_v2.xsd"/>

      </xs:schema>

   </wsdl:types>

   ...

We determined we need not deal with V2 immediately. The need for a V3 update will be discussed by the WS-I BP Sub Committee. 

AR 005 WS-I sub-committee to report back on findings (Claus)
1.6.4 Error in Section 3.6.2

Jacques-Albert De Blasio reported an error with section 3.6.2. While the UDDI API schema (and the text in section 3.6.2) specifies that <overviewDoc> is unbounded in <tModel>, the diagram does not and is wrong. 

Ref: [http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec-comment/200210/msg00000.html]

AR 006 - CR is needed: Luc to combine with 4.3.5 (below) and submit as single CR.
1.6.5 v3 spec typos and errors

The table below contains a list of mostly editorial errors found in the V3 document as contributed by various sources.   Move to hand these to appropriate editors for consideration as errata.

	Page
	Section
	Actual
	Expected
	Comments

	29
	2.3.2
	Table refers to “exipresAfter”
	Table refers to “expiresAfter”
	Typo

TC Agreed

	45
	3.5.2.4
	The overviewDoc is an optional repeating element, …
	The overviewDoc is a mandatory repeating element, …
	2nd paragraph. after the diagram

The diagram shows that it’s mandatory.

TC Rejected

	45
	3.5.2.4
	Last paragraph to be updated
	At least one overviewDoc or instanceParms MUST be provided within the instanceDetails.


	TC Agreed

	45
	3.5.2.5
	The description is an optional repeating element.
	The description is an mandatory repeating element.
	2nd to last paragraph.

The diagram shows that it’s mandatory.

TC Rejected

	45
	3.5.2.5
	Last paragraph to be updated
	At least one description or an overviewURL MUST be provided within the overviewDoc.
	TC Agreed

	48
	3.6.2
	Cardinality of overviewDoc in diagram is 0..1
	Cardinality of overviewDoc in diagram is 0..unbounded.
	The diagram needs to be updated based on the schema.

TC Agreed

	63
	5.1.4
	Matching behavior for the find_xx APIs when multiple criterions are …
	Matching behavior for the find_xx APIs when multiple criteria are …
	last paragraph.

TC Agreed

	77
	5.1.10.1
	MaxRows
	maxRows
	In the Attributes table

TC Agreed

	99
	5.2
	to reconcile multiple or registrations
	to reconcile multiple registrations
	3rd line

TC Agreed

	100
	5.2.2.1.1
	<keyGeneratorKey belongs in the partition.
	<keyGeneratorKey> belongs in the partition.
	2nd example

TC Agreed

	100
	5.2.2.1.1
	The following keys do not belong in the partition
	The following keys do not belong to the partition
	TC Agreed

	100
	5.2.2.1.1
	This key does not belong in
	This key does not belong to
	last sentence

TC Agreed

	103
	5.2.3
	UDDI allows for value sets
	UDDI allows value sets
	3rd paragraph

TC Agreed

	120
	5.2.15.3
	If the bindingKey within in a bindingTemplate
	If the bindingKey within a bindingTemplate
	2nd paragraph.

TC Agreed

	122
	5.2.16.3
	If any of the uddiKey values within in a businessEntity element
	If any of the uddiKey values within a businessEntity element
	last paragraph.

TC Agreed

	123
	5.2.16.4
	1st line contains word “stricture”
	1st line contains word “structure”
	Typo

TC Agreed

	129
	5.2.18.1
	Cardinality on diagram for tModel is 0..infinity
	Cardinality on diagram for tModel is 1..infinity
	Document out of sync. With schema.

TC Agreed

	131
	5.2.18.5
	Last sentence in “E_unacceptableSignature” is dangling.
	Remove last sentence in “E_unacceptableSignature” .
	TC Agreed

	144
	5.4.4.3
	The nodeID is of the transferToken is the value of …
	The nodeID of the transferToken is the value of …
	TC Agreed

	148
	5.4.6.3
	The entity will remain in this state until the replication stream show it to have been successfully processed via the replication stream.
	rephrase
	2nd paragraph.

TC Agreed

	149
	5.5.1
	With the exception of single publisher registries subscription is typically is limited…
	With the exception of single publisher registries subscription is typically limited…
	TC Agreed

	163
	5.6
	Third parties that want to provision an …
	Third parties that want to provide an …
	3rd paragraph.

TC Agreed

	175
	7.2
	… (SOAP) a specification for using XML …
	… (SOAP) specification for using XML …
	2nd paragraph.

TC Agreed

	176
	7.2.2
	A node that is ready to initiate replication of change records held at another node within the registry uses the get_ChangeRecords message.
	A node that is ready to initiate replication of change records held at another node within the registry uses the get_changeRecords message.
	2nd to last paragraph.

TC Agreed

	183
	7.3.5
	The fromBusinessCheck and toBusinessCheck elements are …
	Duplicates. The whole paragraph is repeated twice. 
	The paragraph right below the figure.

TC Agreed

	186
	7.3.9
	The replication and processing of these records ensures that …
	The replication and processing of these records ensure that …
	2nd paragraph.

TC Agreed

	186
	7.3.9.1
	… to guarantee uniqueness of publisher assigned keys
	… to guarantee uniqueness of publisher assigned keys.
	The last sentence doesn’t have a full stop.

TC Agreed

	187
	7.3.9.1
	…, these sorts of races only arise due the end-user error of …
	…, these sorts of races only arise due to the end-user error of …
	last sentence

TC Agreed

	197
	7.6 (inside Figure 4)
	get_ChangeRecords
	get_changeRecords
	Figure 4

TC Agreed

	194
	7.5.1
	The dsig:Signature elements in an Replication Configuration Structure …
	The dsig:Signature elements in a Replication Configuration Structure …
	TC Agreed

	202
	7.8
	… to provide change records to the new node which establish in it a current image of the registry
	… to provide change records to the new node which establish in it a current image of the registry.
	a missing full stop

TC Agreed

	386
	I.1
	This element, referred to as the data object in the XML-Signature and Syntax specification, is the businessEntity element for save_business API calls, the businessService element for save_service API calls, the bindingTemplate for save_binding API calls, the tModel for save_tModel API calls and the publisherAssertion for set_publisherAssertions and add_publisherAssertion API calls.
	This element, referred to as the data object in the XML-Signature and Syntax specification, is the businessEntity element for save_business API calls, the businessService element for save_service API calls, the bindingTemplate for save_binding API calls, the tModel for save_tModel API calls and the publisherAssertion for set_publisherAssertions and add_publisherAssertions API calls.
	TC Agreed


1.6.6 v3 spec Change Requests

We need to review the other Change Requests submitted for V3, which include:

· V3 Entity Key Case Folding – Andrew Hately

TC was in general agreement but requested updates and clarifications.  Andrew to resubmit for consideration on day 2. TC also agreed to add to Futures discussion the issue related with support of alternate keying scheme if we agree to support Andrew's proposal and constrain the schema as proposed.

AR007 - Andrew to prepare the submission document that will be used to register the scheme
AR 008 - Tom or Luc to do the dirty work of registration

Day 2 Followup Discussion:

Andrew made requested updated and resubmitted this CR.  The TC was in general agreement with this CR, but agreed to wait until our next meeting for further comment prior to inserting this CR into the errata bucket for V3.

· Large Result Sets – schema bug – Andrew Hately

TC Agreed with this CR.  It will go into the V3 errata bucket.
· Move of service that is also projected. - Claus von Riegen

TC Agreed to option c. and return e_fatalError

AR 009 - Bill to review errata process on OASIS Stds and report back

AR 010 - Tom B to draft the errata process for OASIS standard based on Bill's feedback

AR 011 - TC will start tracking errata for v2 with this one being the first; Luc and Hedy to coordinate how we will do this.
TC Agreed to accept this CR.   It will go into the V3 errata bucket.
· Behavior for out of bounds list head on inquiry - Andrew Hately

TC agreed with the recommendation of section 4; Andrew will present another version of the doc identifying all sections of the spec affected..... Will revisit when on the next draft

Day 2 Discussion:

TC Agreed to this CR based on 2nd draft submission.
Subcommittee Breakouts
1.7 Discuss WSDL 2 TN

Location: http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/draft/wsdl-TN-V2.00-Draft-20021022.pdf

John reviewed discussions of the WSDL subcommittee on the following items:

· Make namespace and local name tModels generic XML rather than WSDL-specific

· V2 keys vs. V3 keys. Current approach is to define V2 keys and assume migration . An alternative is to include them as Evolved keys so that we can define well-known V2 UUIDs but define “nice” V3 keys. We need a way to model – we don’t want them to make keys just for us. We should be very clear that we are mapping v2 to WSDL 1.1.

· Unicode case mapping, case in DNS, RPC 2396. There is a long history with respect to internationalization and crisply defining the schemas. IETF is finally making some progress here and we would like to align ourselves with them if possible. 
· An updated version of the TN document was produced based on subcommittee feedback.  Discussion will continue on the email list until all open issues are resolved.
1.8 UDDI as the Registry for ebXML Components: 

Location: http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/draft/tn-ebxml-taxonomy.doc

Keisuke felt that significant rework of this TN would be possible and requested volunteers to assist.   If you wish to participate, please post to the list. 
TC Discussion - Keisuke made a presentation which explained the position he wants to pursue with this CR.  The TC agreed with his approach and will review the updated TN after Keisuke posts it.  He expects to post an updated draft around the first week of December.

AR012 – Keisuke to post updated version of ebXML TN.
1.9 Providing a Value Set for Use in UDDI Version 3

Location: http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/draft/TN-valueset-provider-V2.00-Draft_Merged.doc

Claus will lead a discussion at the F2F. 

TC Discussion – Several issues identified and annotated in the document.   Authors will create 2nd draft and submit to TC.
AR013 - Andrew Hately agreed to provided content ref/Policy & suggest behavior for V3 Value Set TN.
AR014 – Claus to post updated version of V3 Value Set Usage TN
1.10 Dispose of legacy TN’s

1.10.1 Versioning Taxonomy and Identifier Systems

Location: http://uddi.org/pubs/tn-taxonomy-versioning-v1.05-Draft-20010906.pdf (Priority=1) 

Need to assign “volunteers”.

TC Discussion:  We should consider broadening this single TN to both V2 and V3.

(In)volunteers:  Pat Felsted will chair, Claus von Riegen will assist with the draft.  Target 2 wks to 1 month.
AR015:  Pat Felsted to submit updated Value Set Versioning TN – target 12/5
1.10.2 Understanding Key Partitions

Location: http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/uddi-spec/doc/draft/bp-keypartitions-20020612.doc (Priority = 2)

Need to assign “volunteers”.

TC Discussion:  Pat Felsted will chair and update the straw man for submission.  Target 1 month.
AR016: Pat Felsted to submit updated Key Partitions TN – target 12/12
1.10.3 Using WSCL in a UDDI Registry 1.02

Location: http://uddi.org/pubs/wscl_TN_forUDDI_5_16_011.pdf (Priority = 3)

Motion to remove this TN due to lack of relevance.

TC Discussion - Two issues to decide:  Removal from uddi.org site, and table indefinitely.  

Richard Herrah (HP) had previously requested removal of HP contributions.   This item was left out.  TC agreed that Luc will write to an HP representative to indicate our desire to remove it from the site.  If we do not receive a negative response with 2 weeks it will be removed.
AR017:  Luc to write to HP requesting position on removal of WSCL TN from OASIS site.
Open Forum / New Agenda Items

1.11 Discussion on clarification of TC intentions regarding V3

Some may interpret the minutes from the 1st UDDI TC meeting as implying that the V3 specification would never be taken forward as an OASIS Specification.   The TC agreed to clarify this by clearly indicating that the V3 specification WOULD be taken forward as a proposed OASIS Standard once the TC determined that adequate implementation experience with the specification had occurred.  The TC also agreed that the minutes from the 1st UDDI Spec. TC meeting would be amended to add “at this time” to the phrase indicating the V3 specification would not be taken forward as an OASIS Specification.

AR 018 – Hedy to update minutes from 1st TC meeting to so indicate.
1.12 Future spec. content Items

TC Discussion of Future Spec content for V4.   

· Depending upon resolution of CR on Case Folding may consider alternate keying schemes for inclusion in spec.  Requires well thought approach, etc…

· Review old uddi.org wish-list of items for relevance

· Relationship of UDDI spec. with other current specifications:

· SAML

· WS-Security

· SOAP 1.2

· WSDL 1.2

· WS-I Profile(s)

· WS-Architecture (from W3C)

· WSRP (portlets work)/WSIA(interactive apps.) – converged recommendations

· WS-Policy

· BTP (Business Transaction Protocol)

· Workflow

· BPEL4WS

· WSCI

· BPML

· BPSS

· WS-Transaction & WS-Coordination

· Clarify Policy Language in spec.  

· Make consistent with WS-Policy
· Attracting Verticals

· Helping industry verticals model in UDDI (TN’s)

· Select a few verticals to work with (RosettaNet, others)?

· Legal community (LegalXML, TaxML, etc.) 

· New TN’s to help industries develop and register taxonomies:

· How to develop Taxonomy pertinent to my industry…?

· How should I use it in UDDI?”

· Perhaps spin-off a separate UDDI TC to work with industry and encourage use via customized value-set development

· Promotion of industry-vertical taxonomies – subject for Steering Committee.

· How do you know what to expose about taxonomy, provide guidelines for taxonomy development, and programmatic inspection.

· Internationalization of taxonomies 

· Hierarchical relationships within taxonomy.

· How to establish value relationships within a taxonomy

· How to establish value relationships across taxonomies

· More prescriptive examples for category groups

· New TN on how registrars should operate

· Defining identify of registrar, etc.

· I18N Issues

· Identifying level of Unicode used, and

· Version of XML used

· New TN to help people register services

· Look at Web service ontology work by DAML-S for relevance

· Methods of representing QOS in the registry

· New TN on use of various uses of Assertions

· New TN on modeling of businesses, business assertions, etc.

· Re-examine access control:

· In our containment structure (BE / BS / BT) – may want to support more granular control

· Look at opportunity to provide access control based on role (denies existence to unauthorized)

· New TN (or more?) for using UDDI in a GRID context

· Look for opportunities to generalize various concepts in UDDI to a broader context (e.g., categorization model, subscription model, value-set checking, etc).   Could become a seed for other TC’s?

· New TN on Versioning of tModels (as opposed to just Taxonomy tModels)

· Examine issues which have affected adoption of public uses of UDDI and insure barriers to adoption are lifted:

· Trustworthiness of data:

· Need to examine integration with trust & identity services – see if XKMS is mature enough to integrate into the Inquiry API set

· isSignaturePresent findQualifier is weak… 

· May still need feature for managing age (“staleness”) of data in a registry

· Dealing with problem of business relationship interaction in UDDI

· Proliferation of junk data – registry SPAMers!

· ITF spec has 

· How to manage Business Registry Content under uddi.org site.  These would be UBR specific content.

1.13 Status on V2 Standardization Process

Co-chairs to report on where things stand with the Standardization submission for V2.

TC Discussion – Tom indicated that the V2 specification is close to submission to OASIS for a vote on making it a Standard.  We need to be sure that we have at least 3 statements of successful use of the specification from separate organization.   At the lease IBM, Microsoft and SAP will provide these – any others who can are also encouraged to do so as this only makes the submission stronger.   Luc is in the process of reformatting the V2 specification according to the style template required by OASIS.  This has been a significant job.  No content will be changed – just format.  The reformatted version will be posted on the site as soon as it’s ready.   Given that the V2 specification has been out for more than the required month, this will complete the items necessary for submission of the package.  We expect the package to be submitted by early December.

1.14 News on ebXML/RegRep discussion with Kathryn Breininger

Kathryn Breininger (OASIS RegRep chair) initiated a discussion with Tom & Luc regarding positioning of the two groups.  All agreed that at this time, each TC will pursue Technical Note / Best Practice activity relating how one fits with the other. Furthermore, the two groups will jointly  develop a White Paper  explaining where each fits.   TC chairs will  co-draft an outline for this paper in December and then submit to each of the two TCs for help in creating the paper.

Next Telecon / Next FTF

TC Disucssion - Next telecon dates will be:

· 3 Dec at 4pm EST, hosted by Tony Rogers

· 17 Dec at 4PM EST, hosted by Patrick Felsted

– 

Suggested Dates for the next FTF:  1st or 2nd week of Feb.  Microsoft to host in SF  Luc will get rooms first, then nominate dates on the list. Luc will get it right this time (
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