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1 Attendance

	Anderson, Steve
	Y

	Alban, Hedy 
	Y

	Atkinson, Bob
	Y

	Bellwood, Tom
	Y

	Cahuzac, Maud
	Y

	Candadai, Arun
	 N

	Chalimeda, Naresh
	 N

	Clement, Luc
	Y

	Colgrave, John 
	 N

	Corda, Dr. Ugo 
	 N

	Czimbor, Alexandru
	Y

	De Nicola, Mike 
	 N

	Dhesiaseelan,Arulazi
	 N

	Dovey, Matthew 
	Y

	Felsted, Patrick R. 
	 N

	Feygin, Daniel 
	 N

	Garg, Shishir 
	Y

	Gupta, Rajul
	Y

	Hately, Andrew 
	Y

	Henry, Brad A.
	Y

	Kawai, Aikichi 
	Y

	Kibakura, Keisuke
	 N

	Lee, Eric
	 N

	Lee, Sam 
	Y

	Macias, Paul A.
	Y

	Parham, Jeff
	 N

	Rogers, Tony
	Y

	Srivastava, Alok A. 
	Y

	Thomas Manes, Anne 
	Y

	Thorpe, Paul 
	Y

	Triglia, Alessandro
	Y

	von Riegen, Claus 
	Y

	Voskob, Max
	Y

	Zagelow, George
	Y


2 Additions to Agenda

· XML 2003 Interoperability demo opportunity for OASIS – sponsored by IDEAlliance

· Claus – WS-I changed UDDI V2 docs to conform to WS-I – should also do same for V3.

3 Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

Motion to approve the minutes of the 20030617 meeting, which are posted at:

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2768/TCMinutes-V1.0-20030617.doc 
Minutes:

Previous meeting’s minutes were approved.
4 Upcoming Meetings

4.1 Next FTF Date / Location

The selected dates for the FTF are: 22-24 July 2003 in Moscow. The FTF is being hosted by Daniel.  Preferred hotel will be the Renaissance Moscow.

Reminder from the chairs:  If you indicated your participation in the July FTF during the ballot we took, or if you have since decided to attend, PLEASE GET YOU PAPERWORK IN PROCESS NOW!, if you haven’t already.

4.2 Host for Upcoming Telecon

NOTE:  Shishir Garg from France Telecom will host the August 12 meeting; this will be our first meeting after the FTF. 

5 Old Business

5.1 Review of AR List

Review and obtain status from AR owners.  See this link: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_items.php; AR #0001, #0002 and #0007 will be discussed later during the course of the meeting.  #0007 and #0008 are dups.
	
	Action Item  
	Owner  
	Status  
	Opened  


	Due  
	Closed  

	


	Request namespaces, URLs... Components"
	Luc Clement
	Open
	23 Jun 2003
	08 Jul 2003
	---
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	#0008
	lclement@windows.microsoft.com

	


	Request namespaces, URLs from ebXML Joint Committee for our TN"
	Luc Clement
	Open
	23 Jun 2003
	08 Jul 2003
	---
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	#0007
	lclement@windows.microsoft.com

	


	Register UDDI scheme with IANA
	Tom Bellwood
	Open
	23 Apr 2003
	06 May 2003
	---
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	#0004
	bellwood@us.ibm.com

	


	Update Key Partitions TN
	Patrick R. Felsted
	Open
	23 Apr 2003
	01 May 2003
	---
	

	[image: image9.png]



	#0002
	pfelsted@novell.com

	


	Update Value Set Versioning TN
	Patrick R. Felsted
	Open
	23 Apr 2003
	28 Apr 2003
	---
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	#0001
	pfelsted@novell.com


NOTE:   As part of Action item 7, we will discuss the posting from Anne in which a member of the regrep TC has requested some wording changes in the ebXML TN. 

Minutes:

Item 4:

Jamie Clark got back to us today with comments from Pat Gannon on this item.  They want us to go through the new OASIS Liaison process.  Jamie is helping us navigate that and we hope to prepare an updated submission in the next week or two.  OASIS will then meet with representatives of IETF and treat this the same way they have done for a prior submission made by OASIS.  One issue is we need to be sure that the technical description in the submission is consistent with the upcoming v3.0.1 errata.  Andrew indicated that he believes only the reference needs updating, not the technical content.
5.2 Review of CR List

We will review the open items in the CR List posted at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2636/status.htm 

5.2.1 CR-032 and CR-036 

Minutes:

These CR’s have been approved via e-mail ballot.  No dissenting votes were cast.  51% of the TC membership participated in each.

5.2.2 CR-022 / AR #0005 – Service Projection Move

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-022
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2592/uddi-spec-tc-cr022-serviceProjectionWithServiceMove-20030527.doc
	service projection move
	Andrew Hately


Background: 

Please review CR22 the document at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2592/uddi-spec-tc-cr022-serviceProjectionWithServiceMove-20030527.doc before the meeting.   We will discuss the CR and if there are no issues or objections, chairs will call for a vote to approve.  

Followup – Andrew also agreed to respond to a posting on uddi-comments on this issue.

Minutes:

Luc requested that the following footnote be added: 
footnote... This solution emphasizes that in all circumstances the real service should be used to retrieve the properties within a service projection.  Based on this premise, there should be no validation or ownership verification done on the businessKey associated with a service during replication.

Sam challenged whether this CR is departing from behavior defined in V2.  It turns out that V2 only specified the creation of dangling projections when a service is deleted.  It did not specify the proper behavior for moves of that service.   This CR defines the behavior for moves, which is to fix up references as necessary to point to the moved service.  This also seems in keeping with the treatment we have given in similar situations elsewhere in the specification.   
Tony was concerned that this decision complicates things for some implementations.   Unfortunately it appears that either way we go with this it is likely to cause at least some implementations some difficulty.  Tony was asked to submit a counter proposal for this CR if he wishes to present the alternative approach.  
Next week the TC will be asked to comment on the alternative approach if Tony prepares one, and try to decide on the disposition of this CR. 

AR #0012 created and assigned to Tony - to create separate proposal if he wishes to pursue counter argument further.
5.2.3 CR-034

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-034
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2229/uddi-spec-tc-cr034-creatingSelfreferencingTmodels-20030522.doc
	Creating self-referencing tModels.


	Claus von Riegen


Background:

This CR is intended to clarify the correct behavior for when self-referencing tModels are saved in each of several scenarios.  Since a save_tModel API call may contain a sequence of tModels, there are three cases to consider.

(1) a tModel being saved refers to a tModel that is created earlier in the sequence of tModels

(2) a tModel being saved (and created) refers to itself

(3) a tModel being saved refers to a tModel that is created later in the sequence of tModels

This TN would permit (1) and disallow (2) and (3).

Per the last minutes:

Claus took us through the description of this CR.  Tony would rather we disallow references to any tModels not already in the registry.  The problem here is that it imposes an extra check to do the saves in the registry.  A suggestion was made that we say nodes “MAY” allow (1), but now (2) or (3).  Things like service projections and hosting redirectors would be complicated as well.  

We agreed that the CR needs to be changed to get around the problem by saying that a node MAY permit (1), but MUST disallow (2) and (3).    There is also some confusion in the CR indicating the error condition as E_invalidKey.  It should be E_invalidValue, depending upon whether it’s being used as the category, or as a value in the category.   Need to clarify.  Also note that the entire request may fail, saving the entities separately eliminates the problem.  A similar problem exists with hosting redirector.  

Should we create a recommended policy on which behavior the node supports?  Claus will suggest one. Claus will change the CR and resubmit.

Minutes:

We discussed the “MUST” vs. “MAY” wording in the CR.   The TC agreed that the “MUST” terminology was correct, which is how it’s currently stated in the CR, but that an update to the CR is needed to clarify in the Spec. Change Details that Case (2) from the CR should indicate that it’s only illegal in the case where an entity is being initially created.  

AR #0013 assigned to Claus to update the CR as above.

5.2.4 CR 037 

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-037
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2796/uddi-spec-tc-cr037-secondlevelsortorder-20030705.doc
	Sort order of second level elements in a Find Business API
	Eric Lee


Background:

Eric to present the CR to the TC.

Minutes:

Luc described the CR.   It was noted that some of the reasoning for this CR is confused in that it discusses digital signatures, which do not enter into the picture for responses from find_xx inquiries.   The TC agreed that this CR needs to be updated to focus only on document order.  Luc made the update inline during the meeting (and has since reposted).   TC to comment on further issues.  Chairs would like to resolve this CR via email over the next week so that we can finalize the v3.0.1 errata.
5.2.5 V3.0.1 Specification Errata

Background:

Chairs will report on progress with generating the v3.0.1 Errata document.

Minutes:

Claus, Tom and Luc have done the work for all approved CR’s.  Only CR’s 22, 24 and 37 are outstanding.   Keys still need to be case folded – Luc will have that done soon.   In terms of the version, we propose it be 3.0.1.   The chairs would like to close on these CRs before the end of next week so that v3.0.1 can be distributed.

5.3 Discussion of taxonomy content

Background:

Max, Matthew and Daniel would like to discuss publishing taxonomy content as an adjunct to the above discussion on posting common tModels to uddi.org.

Item deferred at last meeting due to lack of time.

Minutes:

Max commented that it’s not always possible to get a free version of a taxonomy.   Seems the easiest solution is to use references pointing to the sources of the taxonomies.   So we’re dropping this item.
5.4 Reports from Sub-committees & Discussion of Outstanding Technical Notes & Best Practices

Subcommittee Chairs to report on progress of their work.

5.4.1 "Using WSDL in a UDDI Registry, Version 2" TN Report

Background

We have a ballot open for approval of the WSDL V2 TN.  See the docs posted at:

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2752/uddi-spec-tc-tn-wsdl-v2.ZIP
and

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2751/uddi-spec-tc-tn-wsdl-v200-20030627.pdf
Chairs will report on current results for the ballot.
Minutes:

So far, 14 of 32 members have voted, all in favor.  PLEASE CAST YOUR VOTE TODAY!  

5.4.2 ebXML TN Report & AR #0007/#0008
Background

Two topics:

1. Recent efforts by Anne have established contact with the ebXML TCs who are now reviewing the TN and have some suggestions for change.
2. Luc is working on getting the namespace/URL values reviewed and agreed upon

Luc and Ann to take us through this discussion.

Minutes:

From the two topics:

The ebXML TC provided comments on the wording of the TN.   They’ve suggested some softer wording.   The most recent proposal seems reasonable.  Paul has posted this.  Anne took us through their proposed change, which puts a more positive spin on the motivations for the TN.  There were no objections to these changes. Paul also indicated that he believes that a couple people in regrep went through the entire TN document.  

With Keisuke Kibakura departing the group, he has requested that Daniel Feygin take over editorial responsibilities for this TN.  Chair is reassigning this work to Daniel unless he objects. 
Paul also indicated that he would like for the TN review to be taken up with the ebXML JCC.  Luc further indicated that the ebXML JCC chairs will meet tomorrow (9 Jul) to discuss a coordinated response to his request for review of this TN, including the namespace, URL and tModel names selected.   We’ll track this item for next time. 

NEW AR #0011 assigned to Daniel to complete changes when ebXML JCC feedback completed.
5.4.3 AR #0002 / "Understanding Key Partitions" TN Report

Background

This TN is posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/1141/uddi-spec-tc-tn-understandingkeypartitions-20030216.doc 

AR:  #0002

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=89 

Discussion:

Status as of the last telecon and reported in the last minutes: 

Andrew completed an editing pass.  Tony was to do the same, then Pat, Tony & Andrew to discuss offline to resolve any remaining issues. 

Pat to provide status.
Minutes:

Andrew, Tony and Pat need to review the result.   Andrew will set this meeting up. 
5.4.4 AR #0001 / “Versioning Taxonomy & Identifier Systems” TN Report

Background: 

· Two telecons ago, we discussed with Pat Feldsted the content of the Versioning Taxonomy and Identier Systems Technical Note (http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200301/doc00004.doc). 

AR: #0001

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/members/action_item.php?action_item_id=88 

Discussion:

Status as of the last telecon and reported in the last minutes: 

Pat has just submitted his updates based on prior comments.  Tom & Claus to review, and get back to Pat within a week.   Target to post for approval in 10 days.   

Pat to provide status.

Minutes:

 Pat was not present so this item has been deferred again.

5.5 UDDI Version 4

Background:
The List of v4 requirements (last updated 7/02) are posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2248/Requirements%20Summary.xls 

Progress on the following will be sought on the following Requirements:

5.5.1 RQ 019

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 019
	
	Managing stale data
	Eric, Pat
	5/6


Discussion:

Per last meeting: 

No progress on this item yet.   Luc was asked to request that Eric to get a requirements document in place by next time.

Minutes:

 No progress.   
We WILL NOT cover this item at the FTF. 

5.5.2 RQ 016

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 016
	
	Access Control:  by role, entity, action
	Ugo, Andrew John
	5/26


Discussion:

Per last meeting: 

Have not started work on this.   They have a starting point from a discussion on the UDDI dev list.  Next time to have posted.

Minutes:

John reported via email that this item is in progress.  Andrew indicated that there appear to be several areas to focus on:

1 How it makes sense to address this in UDDI

2 Determine whether we should integrate with other access control or digital rights specs.
3 Learning – how to create the appropriate input for the schemas.  Can we do it by extension? Etc.
 
We WILL cover this item at the FTF. 

5.5.3 RQ 018

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 018
	
	Improving Trustworthiness: Integration of trust & identity services (e.g., XKMS) into Inquiry API
	Andrew, Tony, Ugo
	5/26


Discussion:

Per last meeting: 

Tony to get this going.   Will start by e-mail.   Neither Tony nor Ugo will attend the F2F, so Andrew will lead RQ 018 for now.
Tony/Andrew to report on progress.

Minutes:

Tony has done an initial draft of the requirements document, which Andrew is reviewing.  Andrew is also adding to it and will post prior to the FTF.
We WILL cover this item at the FTF. 

5.5.4 RQ 023

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 023
	
	KeyedReferenceGroup behavioral override – tModel can override default semantics and matching.  Geographic 
	Matthew,
Claus,
Tom
	5/26


Discussion:

Per last meeting: 

Matthew was to submit a document on 6/19 which discussed range searching, geographic searching, etc.

Minutes:

Matthew has just reposted the document on this.  TC to review.  The requirement is fairly straightforward.   The semantics treat inquiry with a keyedReferenceGroup as a subset match, which is not useful for such things as geographic coordinates.  Matthew proposes we relax the matching semantics based on the specific tModels being compared.
We WILL cover this item at the FTF. 

5.5.5 RQ 001

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 001
	
	WSDL Friendly Schema
	John, Tony
	6/16


Minutes:

John has done some thinking, but still needs to post a requirements document.
We WILL cover this item at the FTF. 

5.5.6 RQ 002

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 002
	
	Alternate Keying Scheme Support
	Max, Ugo, Andrew
	6/16


Minutes:

No input yet.  TC members also commented that this item is likely not to have any support for developing.
We WILL NOT cover this item at the FTF. 
5.5.7 RQ 007

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 007
	
	Compatibility changes for:  BPEL4WS, WSCI,  BPML, BPSS, WS-Transaction, WS-Coordination
	Claus, Alok, Tom
	6/16


Minutes:

Item placed on-hold for the time being.   Claus is a member of the TC and agrees that discussion on this topic is premature right now.  This may be a good deliverable of the WS-BPEL TC though.  We will likely defer several months while their TC can settle their first version of the WS-BPEL spec.  

We WILL NOT cover this item at the FTF..

5.5.8 RQ 017

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 017
	
	Using UDDI in a GRID (may be a TN)
	John, Matthew
	6/16


Minutes:

Lots of discussion.  Nothing ready for a requirements doc though.  Their consensus is that this will become a TN. 
We WILL NOT cover this item at the FTF. 

5.5.9 RQ 021
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Due Date mm/dd

	RQ 021
	
	Federation Enablement (representation of one registry within another to simplify/aid federation)
	Claus, Sam
	6/16


Minutes:

No action taken yet.   Claus and Sam plan to discuss this prior to the FTF though.  Claus feels that this item MAY become a TN once such discussions occur.
We WILL cover this item at the FTF. 
6 New Business 

6.1 CR (TBD) – Error code description for section 5.2.17.3

Discussion:

Tony posted to the list on what appears to be a V3 omission in save_service.  Under 5.2.17 save_service we have:

5.2.17.3 Behavior:

Each businessService passed MUST contain a businessKey value that corresponds to a

registered businessEntity controlled by the same publisher who is making the save_service

request.

But there is no statement under any of the possible error codes indicating which error code should be thrown if the request does NOT contain a businessKey value. We know that an erroneous business key will result in  E_invalidKeyPassed, but is that appropriate when the business key is missing from the request? Even so, it is probably the best choice of the ones available.”  

Tony also indicated that the spec section (above) appears slightly wrong too.  Should be qualified with: "unless the serviceKey is specified and denotes an existing  businessService entry in the repository."? In other words, we don't need the  business key if we already know about the service?

The following changes are proposed:
1. Add the following sentence under  E_invalidKeyPassed: "This also applies when a businessService element is passed without the required businessKey.".
2. Make a similar change to save_binding.
3. Add the phrase "unless the serviceKey is specified and denotes an existing businessService entry in the registry.” to the highlighted sentence from 5.2.17.3 above.
Minutes:

The TC agreed with the proposed content as above.  Tony has agreed to submit a CR (#38) on this.   Chairs have requested this be done quickly.  Tony committed to do so this weekend.   
New AR #0010 creatred for Tony.
6.2 Impact of CR032 on Value Set Provider TN
Discussion:

Claus has commented that now that CR 032 (Value Sets with Entity Keys as Values) has been approved, we should review and update the Value Set Provider TN to account for the CR’s changes.

TC to discuss and determine how to proceed.

Minutes:

It was proposed that Claus make updates and present to the group.  Claus has agreed to do so, describing the publisher’s ability to add value sets which are checked internally, and the implications of this.  We will review this next time.
NEW AR #0009 assigned to Claus.
6.3 Posting of Common tModels to uddi.org

Background:

Message http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00062.html  proposed the following:

The UBR Operator's Council is considering asking the UDDI Steering Committee to post UBR tModels on UDDI.org. At the same time, the OC discussed the need/desire for the TC/Consortium to have a similar forum and thought that they should consult the TC.

 

To this end, the OC has created a proposed prototype page to be added to the UDDI.org site; please find it attached (to the above message). The prototype suggests the addition of a "Common tModels" navigation link which displays the content of the attached. 

Follow-up threads:

http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00087.html 

http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200305/msg00078.html
Discussion:

From 2 meetings ago:

While the UBR Operator’s Council wants to post on this, there are also a number of other reasons why the TC would want to post theirs and those from others.  Do we want to have a process for what qualifies a tModel for posting?  The consensus was yes.

Key issues remaining include the need to identify the criteria for who would be considered for posting tModels, and for deciding on what would constitute a valid tModel for publication here.   When a value set is being referenced, should the value set itself be posted?   

Where should we publish the tModel?   The UBR is one candidate.  There was no disagreement on publishing these in the UBR.  

Who can recommend a tModel candidate, and who can post?  Luc has suggested guidelines for this being standards bodies, the UBR, etc., but the Steering Committee has ultimate decision.

As for whether the value set itself should be posted - we agreed that having a link on uddi.org to an official location where the value set content is published would be best.  

Luc will make updates to the prototype document and take this to the Steering committee.

Minutes:

Item deferred until a later meeting.
6.4 Pre-Discussion for 7/22-24 FTF in Moscow

Background:

Tom and Luc will send out an agenda for the FTF in the coming days.  It will include some Old Business as necessary, but the primary intent of this meeting is to be a working meeting (as opposed to the others?) to develop the V4 requirements and start on solution proposals for as many as we can.   The chairs would like to entertain any comments on desired priorities for the meeting before we adjourn.

Minutes:

TC agreed with chair’s proposed focus items.   In addition, the agenda will include closure on any remaining CR’s and a review of the V3.0.1 errata document.
6.5 Additions to Agenda

6.5.1 XML 2003 Interoperability demo Opportunity

Minutes:

OASIS has been approached by IDEAlliance with an opportunity for presenting at the XML 2003 conference 2003 (http://www.xmlconference.org/xmlusa/) in Philadelphia (December 7-12).   They would like to expand the program to include interoperability demonstrations of OASIS approved specs and standards.  OASIS is looking for at least four member vendors with stable implementation products to commit to each spec/standard demo.  They have flexibility with scheduling and space.  Chairs to respond to Dee Schur with any interest.
Tom requested members to poll their respective organizations and post back to Tom and Luc with interest within the next two weeks.

6.5.2 Enhancing V3 WSDL documents for WS-I
Minutes:

Claus wants to add another WS-I note that outlines what has to be changed for the WSDL documents in V3.  There are many more documents on this.   Claus will outline what needs to be changed and requests comment from the TC.  He will post shortly.   He’d like to get this included the V3.
ADJOURNMENT

OASIS UDDI Spec TC
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