Agenda of UDDI Spec TC Telecon

 
Date:      20050322
 
Chairs:   Luc Clément, Systinet, luc.clement@systinet.com 

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

TC Telecon

Call hosted by Zhe Wu, Oracle 


Dial in

Dial: 1-888-967-2253


ID/passcode: 568845/568845


More access phone numbers:



From the AMER region dial: 




. 1-888-967-2253




. +1-650-607-2253 



From the APAC region dial:




. +800 9491 2777




. +61 2 8817 6100



From the EMEA region dial: 




. +44 118 924 9000
Time
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
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1 Attendance

Attendance was taken.
	Member Name
	Company or Organization
	20050322

	Bellwood, Tom
	IBM
	y

	Clement, Luc
	Systinet
	y

	Colgrave, John 
	IBM
	y

	Dovey, Matthew 
	Individual
	y

	Feygin, Daniel 
	Unitspace
	y

	Hately, Andrew 
	IBM
	 

	Kochman, Rob
	Microsoft
	y

	Macias, Paul A.
	LMI
	

	Prout, Dave
	British Telecom
	y

	Rogers, Tony
	Computer Associates
	 

	Sycara, Katia
	Individual
	 

	von Riegen, Claus 
	SAP AG
	y

	Wenzel, Pete
	SeeBeyond Technology
	y

	Wu, Zhe
	Oracle
	y


Massimo Paolucci, CMU and Chris Brown and Jin Tong from BAH were also in attendance.

2 Additions to Agenda
No additions
3 Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

Motion to approve the minutes of the last meeting     

 

Minutes:


Approved

4 Administration

4.1 Next Call

Next call 12 Apr 2005. We need a host.
Minutes:

Rob Kochman, Microsoft
Toll-Free (US & Canada): 866-500-6738  

Toll: 203-480-8000  

Participant Passcode: 325260

5 Old Business

5.1 Technical Notes
5.1.1 “Secure Channel for Trustworthiness” Technical Note

Draft submitted by Tony with updates from Luc: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/11595/uddi-spec-tc-tn-securechannelfortrustworthiness-20050227.doc 

Per last telecom:
Status: 

submitted for editing – new editors: Paul Maccias, Pete Wenzel

Next steps:
editorial pass (Tony to follow up editors), submit to the TC

Target date:
8 March 2005

Discussion: Tony to provide update and next steps
Minutes

Pete made editorial changes

Tony plans on reviewing changes and posting

Pete says should be ready for 30-day review – this is the plan (once posted) if there are no technical objections from the TC
5.1.2 “Understanding Key Partitions” Technical Note

We need to complete this TN now that v3 has gone to standard and v3 implementations are now available. Version of doc on Kavi is not the latest version – Tony holds the latest version.

Per last telecom:

Status: 

in need of considerable writing work. 

Next steps:
Tony to take Steve Capell’s last draft and produce a rough first draft for editors

Target date:  
22 March 2005

Editors:

Max Voskob, Dave Prout, Jin Tong – aiming to be edited by 5 April

Discussion: Status to be provided by Tony.

Minutes

We need to send Tony email asking for status.
5.1.3  “HTTP Basic and Digest Authentication” Technical Note

This TN has been posted for a while. Andrew to confirm status of TN posted at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7010/uddi-spec-tc-tn-httpauth-20040316.doc. 
If considered complete by Andrew, formal review should start at once. Initial comments should be provided in time for 22 Mar telecom when unless there is further comment, the TN will be put to vote for approval.
Per last telecom:
Status: 

Andrew has pretty much completed this TN – one edit pass required
Next steps:
Andrew to submit by next meeting. Tony and Luc to edit.

Target date: 
22 March 2005

Discussion: TC to decide next steps

Minutes
Andrew posted a revision this morning.

TN will be scheduled for review, discussion at the next meeting.  We will determine how we want to proceed.  If no objections, we will begin 30-day review at next meeting.
5.1.4 “WS-Security Modeling” Technical Note

Andrew has proposed a TN for modeling WS-Security in UDDI along with:

· Modeling Issuing Authorities & Tokens

· Modeling Basic Security Profile for WS-I

Per last telecom:

Status: 

Andrew not on call 

Next steps:
Andrew to supply status on next call

Target date: 

Editors:

Dave Prout volunteered. We need at least one other editor.

Discussion: We need to discuss with Andrew whether we are proceeding with this TN. What is its current state if work has begun? How we move this work along?
Minutes

Andrew not on the call.  We need to send Andrew email asking for status.

5.2 Schema Centric Canonicalization Spec Errata

Need to discuss status of AR632 (http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=632) relating to "CR062: Errata for SCC14N: Prepare an errata appendix that lists the changes for ease of understanding."

Link to CR062: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7470/uddi-spec-tc-cr062-element_only_whitespace_and_xmlnsXML-20040601.doc
 

Per last telecom:

Status: 

Andrew not on call

Next steps:
Luc will take it on if Andrew unable to complete; Tony to follow up with Andrew.

Target date: 
decision by next meeting.

Discussion: We need to discuss with Andrew status. Discuss reassignment to get the errata out sooner if required.

Minutes

Andrew needs to do this by the next meeting or reassign.
5.3 Jin Tong’s proposal: Property Support in UDDI

Jin Tong of Booz-Allen was about to present his proposal  when the telephone system went bad – we started getting a repeat of what we’d said minutes before.  We were forced to defer this item to the next call.

Jin Tong’s proposal submitted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/11602/uddi-spec-tc-prop030-property-and-significant-keyname-20050225.doc
Discussion: Discuss mail thread and disposition as it relates to current version of the spec and v.Next. 

Also put in question by John was the desire to make both keyName/keyValue significant at it relates to query in v.Next.  

Minutes

Jim described his proposal.   

Luc: believes this should be included in a spec revision, rather than a technical note.  We should consider this when considering the requirement to make keyName significant in v.Next.  

John referred to a discussion at a FTF that making keyname significant could also be implemented as a pair of keyedreferences in a KRG

Claus raised the idea of using checked KRGs

Luc asked each person on the call what they believed about the need to address the scenario in a TN (or possible spec change); there was broad agreement to go forward with this topic as a technical note.

John suggested the addition of an example in the proposal; Luc agree

Luc asked for reviewers to validate the approach before proceeding further: Jin, Dave and Claus agreed to perform a review and comment in 1-1.5 weeks. This will provide sufficient time for Luc to address input including John’s request.
6 v.Next
6.1 Consideration of TN: “OWL as an Interchange Format”
We’ve discussed at numerous occasions turning John’s proposal (http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/8693/uddi-spec-tc-prop028-owl-20040813.doc) as a TN.
We understand that John and Massimo have had further discussion on the proposal.
Discussion: 

· John to brief TC on the current status of the proposal and make a recommendation as to its disposition

· Based on John’s status update and recommend, TC to decide next steps
Minutes

We discussed with John the possibility of adopting the current proposal as a TN. We discussed whether there were any impediments to do so. One item that John pointed out was the matter of using relative URI to references a Class in a keyedReference.  Section 2.1.2 of the proposal refers:
A UDDI implementation must support the use of an absolute URI reference as a keyValue value to refer to a class.

I assume it is a requirement to allow a shorter value to be used also and this proposal defines the use of a relative URI reference for this purpose.  The base URI is attached to the tModel representing the ontology and then a relative URI can be used as the keyValue value.  A UDDI implementation must combine the base URI from the tModel and the relative URI from the keyValue to produce the absolute URI that identifies the class.

For the example given above, the tModel could have the base URI of http://www.example.com/ontology/ and then a keyValue of “foo” would produce the absolute URI of http://www.example.com/ontology/foo
Note that this means that the same absolute URI reference could be produced from more than one keyedReference.  Assuming that the tModel continues to indicate whether the use of a value from a value set is checked or not this also means that the same absolute URI reference could be checked or not, depending on which tModel, and therefore base URI, was used to generate it.

As it is not a requirement to rewrite the existing value sets into OWL, it must be possible to differentiate between tModels used to represent built-in or legacy value sets from those used to represent OWL ontologies. It is proposed that a new subtype of “categorization” in the UDDI types category system be defined to indicate that a tModel relates to an OWL ontology.

Luc asked John to revisit the proposal in the light of the desire to move to work to a TN and determine whether there may be further impediments or a reasonable work around. 
The TC will discuss this at the next telecon

7 Additions to Agenda
8 Adjournment
We adjourned at 21:40 CET.
Please note that we will engage in v.Next work at the next telecom.
�Should we say that only one tModel can represent an ontology and its name must be the absolute URI reference of the ontology itself? This would probably work OK for most ontologies but rdf:about can contain an absolute URI reference that is not related to the URI of the parent ontology so in this case we would have to require that the absolute URI reference be used in the keyValue field.





