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1. Attendance
	Member Name
	10/14/2003

	Atkinson, Bob
	N

	Bellwood, Tom
	Y

	Cahuzac, Maud
	Y

	Clement, Luc
	Y

	Colgrave, John 
	Y

	Corda, Dr. Ugo 
	N

	Czimbor, Alexandru
	Y

	Dovey, Matthew 
	Y

	Feygin, Daniel 
	Y

	Garg, Shishir 
	N

	Gupta, Rajul
	Y

	Hately, Andrew 
	Y

	Henry, Brad A.
	Y

	Kawai, Aikichi 
	Y

	Macias, Paul A.
	Y

	Nishikawa, Mary
	Y

	Rogers, Tony
	N

	Srivastava, Alok A. 
	N

	Thomas Manes, Anne 
	N

	Thorpe, Paul 
	Y

	Triglia, Alessandro
	Y

	von Riegen, Claus 
	Y

	Voskob, Max
	Y

	Wu, Zhe
	Y

	Zagelow, George
	Y


2. Additions to Agenda

We confirmed the timings of the meeting. Please let the chairs know when your location will be experiencing a daylight savings change so we can note the time of the meeting accordingly.
3. Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

Motion to approve the minutes 9/23 Telecon meeting minutes posted at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3623/TCMinutes-V1.0-20030923.doc
Minutes:
Minutes approved with no objections
4. Upcoming Meetings

1.1 Upcoming FTF

An FTF will be hosted by LMI in Washington D.C. from Tuesday 28 October through Thursday 30 October.

Day 1 will run 10am-5pm, days 2 and 3 will run 9am-5pm.

MEETING LOCATION:
   LMI Corporate HQ
   Dau 1&2 meeting room
   2000 Corporate Ridge 
   McLean, VA 22102
Directions to LMI Site:  http://www.lmi.org/About_LMI/directions.html
Minutes:
The tentative list of attendees:

· Rajul Gupta

· Paul Thorpe

· Claus von Riegen

· Tom Bellwood

· Luc Clement

· Andrew Hately

· Tony Rogers

· Brad Henry

· Anne Thomas Manes

· Paul Macias

· Daniel Feygin

· Maud Cahuzac
1.2 Host for Upcoming Telecon

John Colgrave previously volunteered to host the next telecon, which will occur on 18 Nov 03 Telecon.  John, please provide call-in information when you get a chance.
Minutes:
Tom will follow up off-line with John to confirm the hosting of the 18 Nov meeting. 
5. Old Business

1.3 Use of uddi.org to Promote Value Sets

The Steering Committee has approved the proposal we discussed at the last telecon which was intended to allow us to promote tModels and Value Sets created by the TC, UBR, Standards Groups and others consortiums.

The page is now available via the “Common tModels” nav link at http://uddi.org/tmodels.html. 

Action:
TN owners (e.g. Claus, John, Daniel,…) should prepare submissions to the SC for posting. Information to be provided is as follows:

Value Set tModels 

Name: ws-i-org:conformsTo:2002_12 

Description: Category system used for UDDI entities to point to the WS-I concept to which they conform to 

Registering Organization: WS-I.org 

Registrants email address: secretary@ws-i.org 

Overview Document URL: http://ws-i.org/schemas/conformanceClaim/ 

v2 tModel Key: uuid:65719168-72c6-3f29-8c20-62defb0961c0 

v3 tModel Key: uddi:65719168-72c6-3f29-8c20-62defb0961c0 

For items promoted by the TC, the chairs ask that you prepare your submission and present it for review one week prior to a TC telecon.
Minutes:

Luc asked the TN owners who have contributed items so far to make a submission associated with their respective TNs.

We identified three AR owners: Claus, John, Daniel as follows:

· Claus – Value Set Versioning TN and the Value set provider TN
· Daniel – ebXML TN

· John: – WSDL v2 TN

1.4 V3.0.1 Errata

1.4.1 Edits
A separate meeting was held to go through the edits which Tony suggested to the v3.0.1 document in a number of posts.  These have all been, to one extent or another editorial in nature, although it has resulted in the reworking of a couple of examples.  Besides these edits, the following items were integrated into the document:

· Tony’s revised suggested changes for the way the V3 to V2 key hashing algorithm was worded. 
· Corrective updates from John Colgrave on the V3 Schemas and WSDL as agreed upon at the last telecon, referenced at:  http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200309/msg00013.html are also being integrated.
Minutes:

Tom explained that we completed the edit pass. The 15-day formal review clock starts today. At the end of the 15-day review, the 4 Nov 03, the chairs will issue a ballot for approval of the v3.0.1 document as committee spec.
The final v3.0.1 errata documents have been posted at the following locations:

HTML versions at:

http://uddi.org/drafts/pubs/uddi_v3.htm  

http://uddi.org/drafts/pubs/uddi-v3.0.1-20031014.htm 

PDF version at http://uddi.org/drafts/pubs/uddi-v3.0.1-20031014.pdf 

Note that:  

a. PDF version of the v3.0.1 spec (with line numbers): http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3818/uddi-v3.0.1-20031014-linenumbers.zip

b. PDF version of the v3.0.1 spec with revision marks made since the v3.0 version:  http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3819/uddi-v3.0.1-20031014-markup.zip

Schema files at:

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3.xsd 

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3custody.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3policy.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3policy_instanceParms.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3replication.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3subscription.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3subscriptionListener.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3valueset.xsd  

http://uddi.org/drafts/schema/uddi_v3valuesetcaching.xsd 

WSDL files at:

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_api_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_api_v3_portType.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_custody_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_custody_v3_portType.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_repl_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_repl_v3_portType.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_subr_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_subr_v3_portType.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_sub_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_sub_v3_portType.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_vscache_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_vscache_v3_portType.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_vs_v3_binding.wsdl  

http://uddi.org/drafts/wsdl/uddi_vs_v3_portType.wsdl
1.5 Review of AR List

Review and obtain status from AR owners.
1.5.1 Update to the “Key Partitions” TN - AR 0002

	Update Key Partitions TN
	Tony Rogers
	Open
	23 Apr 2003
	31 Aug 2003
	---

	[image: image1.png]



	#0002
	Tony.Rogers@ca.com


Tony Rogers took ownership of this TN.  Andrew suggested we may want to delay this TN and rework it to include a number of useful scenarios.  This sort of rewrite would take significant work and time though.  Otherwise, it could be reviewed soon, but would require people to come up with their own scenarios.  Tony and Andrew will close on where they want to take this (publish in current form, or do significant rework), and report on it at the 9/2 Telecon.
Tony has not been able to make progress on this TN by the last meeting and was going to report back on progress during this telecon. 

Minutes:
Tabled to the next meeting as Tony could not join us today.
1.5.2 Register UDDI Scheme with IANA – AR 0004
	Register UDDI scheme with IANA
	Tom Bellwood
	Open
	23 Apr 2003
	06 May 2003
	---
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	#0004
	bellwood@us.ibm.com


From the last meeting:
· Andrew is working with an IBM representative to IANA to determine the mechanics of completing this submission. 

Minutes:
Item Closed.  This will be become an internet draft. This item now has low priority.
1.6 Spec/Standard Interop Demo at XML 2003

Discussion: Claus to update TC on progress on this item
Per last minutes:

Claus provided us an update on this activity.  The latest information from OASIS is that our proposal is under consideration.  Their deadline was end of Sept. for submission of scenario descriptions (ours is submitted).  We now need to produce a more detailed discussion of the preparation of the demo itself.  The fee for the conference has been clarified by OASIS and posted.  All participants in the demo only have to pay a minimal fee for the overall demo participation, not for the conference fee.  The plan going forward is to set up a regular planning call to get the demo done.  He’d like to do this separately rather than as part of the regular TC calls.  Daniel has confirmed UnitSpace’s participation.  

Minutes:

Time is getting short – 6-7 weeks left. Claus would like to solicit ideas for a poster presentation. Each of the demo team members has been asked to prepare for the XML 2003 conference.
1.7 New OASIS TC FAQ Pages

Anne volunteered to prepare an FAQ for our TC’s page in response to Carol Geyer’s request to send completed FAQ to support@oasis-open.org before 25 Aug for posting to the TC’s page. The FAQ will include:

· What is the need for this specification?

· Who should be involved in this development?

· Who will benefit from this work and how?

· How does this work compare with related efforts at other standards organizations?

· When will this specification be completed?
Anne Thomas Manes volunteered to do this.  Her target for review is the 9/2 telecon, with the intention that we close by 9/9.

At the last meeting:
· Ann was still working on it.  Not done yet.  Anne is transposing text from the current uddi.org site to accomplish this.  

· Anne also intends to cast the UBR as the definitive registry for standards.

· Luc had asked for an extension to this deadline to 9/13.  

· Anne to post, TC to provide feedback before next meeting. 
Discussion: Ann to provide an update

Per last minutes:
Anne was not on the call.  She had taken on the OASIS FAQ pages and was hoping to complete this shortly.  We have not yet seen any input though.   Luc will ping Anne to see whether we can get this done quickly.   We’ve missed our 9/15 extension date as well.

Minutes:

Anne was not at the meeting and thus the matter was tabled.
Luc to follow up with Anne on status.
1.8 Review of Change Requests

1.8.1 CR-043 – Key Generator tModels for Partitions Used in tModel keys in V3 Specification

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	CR-043
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3601/uddi-spec-tc-cr-043-keyGeneratorsforUDDIORGpartitions.doc
	*categorization, sortorder, transport and protocol tModels
	Andrew Hately


Background:

This CR covers the missing keyGenerator tModels:

· uddi:uddi.org:categorization:keygenerator 

· uddi:uddi.org:sortorder:keygenerator 

· uddi:uddi.org:transport:keygenerator 

· uddi:uddi.org:protocol:keygenerator 

Minutes:
Daniel pointed out that the names of the keyGenerator tModels as originally posted in the minutes were incorrect. These were corrected as noted above. This CR was approved for inclusion in the 3.0.2 errata set.
1.8.2 CR-044 – Explicitly Specify how Service Projections are Returned from save_business

	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	R-044
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3687/uddi-spec-tc-cr044-businessDetailAndServiceProjections.doc
	*
	Luc Clément


Background:

It is not explicitly stated that the full contents of any service projections saved in a save_business should be returned in the resulting businessDetail structure.  This has been stated in the section addressing get_businessDetail, so the section addressing save_business should do the same

Minutes:

This CR was presented. John had some initial reservations which we discussed. The TN was accepted without objections for inclusion into the 3.0.2 errata set

Editors note: clean up “the last appearance occurrence of the entity” text of 5.2.16.4
1.8.3 CR-045 – Explicitly Specify Meaning of “checked” classification for Value Sets
	CR #
	Document Identifier
	Title / Action
	Authors

	R-045
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3787/uddi-spec-tc-cr045-checkedValueSetIndicator.doc
	*
	Tom Bellwood


Background:

The UDDI V3 specification does not explicitly require that the use of the “checked” classification on an externally validated value set cause a registry to either perform the needed validation, or reject attempts to publish using values from the value set.  This unpredictable treatment damages value set providers and discourages their participation.
Minutes:

Tom described the proposed changes to tighten up the spec wrt externally checked value sets. 
Claus had not had a chance to review this CR. We’ve table the CR to the next meeting for discussion.
1.9 UDDI Version 4

For this meeting, we will focus on RQ 016 (Access Control) and RQ 018 (Improving Trustworthiness). Find below notes from the FTF that we can use to engage in this discussion.

Per last minutes:

The chairs indicated their intention to assign separate reviewers to each requirement to try to help get us through this process faster.   Please volunteer for what you want to review (item(s) must be ones you don’t own).   Lacking volunteers, the chairs will help out by volunteering you.

1.9.1 RQ 016 – Access Control

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 016
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3853/uddi-spec-tc-req016-acls-20031013.doc
	Access Control:  by role, entity, action
	Ugo, Andrew, John, Luc
	Tom
Daniel


Discussion: Andrew was to post an update to this Req so that it can be formally reviewed.  Andrew to report to TC on progress

Minutes:

Andrew summarized the changes that were made over the course of the meetings to the initial version of the document. Much new material was added.  Summary of comments:

· Not just a desire to control the entities, but who has rights to add material to top level entities.  It’s the owner who has some control over modifications to that piece of data or its children.  
· Access control isn’t just about things already in the registry, but also about who gets to add new data.   
· A requirement for externalizable access control and/or representation was added.
· Moving data from one registry to another may create a requirement to persist the access control declarations that should go with it.  This should not just be an implementation specific requirement.  
· Another is on access control to compartmentalize one registry from another.  That item has been removed due to lack of justification. 
We discussed the need to review it for the FTF. The latest version is now posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3853/uddi-spec-tc-req016-acls-20031013.doc
1.9.2 RQ 018 – Improving Trustworthiness

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 018
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3331/uddi-spec-tc-req018-trustworthyQuery-20030819.doc 
	Improving Trustworthiness: Integration of trust & identity services (e.g., XKMS) into Inquiry API
	Andrew, Tony, Ugo
	John,
Tom,

Anne


Discussion: Andrew to update TC on progress

Minutes:

This document was submitted prior to the call. Andrew summarized the input. 
Topics:

· There should be some guidance as to how to express policy. Specifically, what type of metadata should be added to the information model to express policy? Also at issue is how to evaluate effective policy in cases where for example a conflict may arise between a node’s and a registry’s policy

· The second update was a recast of what was in the document before which was centered on signed data and the requirement made of clients to perform their own validation.   Andrew suggests the need for a mechanism to verify the credentials on behalf of the client.

We discussed the need to review it for the FTF. The latest version is now posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3854/uddi-spec-tc-req018-trustworthyQuery-20031013.doc 

Formal reviewers were requested and obtained: John, Tom and Anne (Luc will confirm with Anne her interest in doing the review).
1.9.3 RQ 011 - 014 – Taxonomy Items

	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 011 through RQ 014
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3577/uddi-spec-tc-rq011-14-20030902.doc 
	Taxonomy Items
	Matthew, Max, Daniel
	Luc

John

Tony


Max made significant progress on this requirement. The TC was to read the document and post back comments. None have been received to date. From the last meeting:

Max walked us through his proposal:

· He stated that his current analysis seems to indicate that we only need two new functions to support the taxonomy requirements.

· According to Max, the client doesn’t require API changes – use what already exists. Uploading a taxonomy to a server probably DOES require new API though. Same for validating taxonomies.

· We should select a standard on how a taxonomy should be described.  Each different one selected presents different issues and requirements. Max felt that Topic Maps fits well with all the requirements here.
· Max still wants to simplify the document and add issues for each of the use cases.
Action Items: All
· Please review section 2.8 on Format of Taxonomy description language specifically.  GO through these.
Open Issues:
· What does i18N in this table mean?  Max feels it’s an issue of localization.
· Should we look at a tighter internal integration of OWL or XTM technology into UDDI?

Discussion: TC will discuss document and identify next steps

Minutes:

There was discussion on John’s question to Max’s document:
I may have misunderstood the initial discussions of the Taxonomy requirements but I was expecting that for V4 we would provide first-class support for one (or a small number of) Taxonomy language(s) as an alternative to keyedReferences and categoryBags.

What is the value of continuing to require a UDDI-specific representation, assuming that a standard taxonomy representation emerges, and what would the keyValue in a keyedReference be?

John was concerned over the need for requiring a keyName; at issue is what that means with respect to validation and the requisite needs to model this type of requirement. This may require the need to add additional categorization to such tModels (i.e. where the keyName is significant/required).   A corollary requirement here would be for inquirers to be able to control whether keyName is used as a general criteria for matching.
In addition to this, we discussed whether relationship information would impact the validation of the various value sets (OWL may require new constructs). Would the same hold true for XTM?  At issue is whether UDDI has a requirement to keep the relationship information.  Tom requested the authors to investigate the value of such a requirement.   
Ready for reviewers: target reviews for FTF.
1.9.4 RQ 020 Extended find qualifiers for bags
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 020
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2632/uddi-spec-tc-req020-ExtendedFindQualifiersForBags-20030622.doc 
	Extended find qualifiers for bags
	Claus, Daniel, Tom
	Matthew
Tony


The document has been posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2632/uddi-spec-tc-req020-ExtendedFindQualifiersForBags-20030622.doc 

Discussion: Matthew and Tony to discuss their review of this requirement.
Minutes:

Ready for reviewers: target reviews for FTF
1.9.5 RQ 021 Federation Enablement (representation of one registry within another to simplify/aid federation)
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 021
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2937/uddi-spec-tc-req021-federationEnablement-20030717.doc
	Federation Enablement (representation of one registry within another to simplify/aid federation)
	Claus

Max


	Paul
Luc


The document has been posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2937/uddi-spec-tc-req021-federationEnablement-20030717.doc 

Discussion: Claus needs some help to move this requirement forward.  Any volunteers?
Minutes:

Max agreed to co-author this requirement with Claus. Paul and Luc agreed to be reviewers. 
Ready for reviewers: target reviews for FTF.
1.9.6 RQ 023 KeyedReferenceGroup behavioral override
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 023
	http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2988/uddi-spec-tc-req023-keyedReferenceGroup-20030708.doc 
	KeyedReferenceGroup behavioral override – tModel can override default semantics and matching
	Matthew,

Claus,

Tom
	Max
Tom


The document has been posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/2988/uddi-spec-tc-req023-keyedReferenceGroup-20030708.doc
Discussion: Matthew was working on an update for this REQ.  Matthew to discuss progress with the TC
Minutes:

Matthew posted the update prior to the meeting at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/3858/uddi-spec-tc-req023-keyedReferenceGroup-20031012.doc. 
Matthew updated the document such that range searching of keyedReferences is now the focus.  The requirement is now ready for reviewers: completion of reviews due for FTF
Reviewers Tom and Max to reviewer. 
1.9.7 RQ 003 Compatibility changes for:  WSDL 1.2 & WS-I
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 003
	NO document posted yet 
	Compatibility changes for:  WSDL 1.2 & WS-I
	John, Claus, Andrew, Matthew
	TBD


Discussion: John to report on progress and propose next steps

Minutes:

Item deferred for discussion offline.
1.9.8 RQ 004 Compatibility changes for:  SAML, WS-Security
	Req  #
	Requirements Document Identifier
	Requirement Title
	Owner(s)
	Reviewers

	RQ 004
	NO document posted yet 
	Compatibility changes for:  SAML, WS-Security
	Andrew, Max

	TBD


Discussion: Max and Andrew to report on whether this requirement is being broken into two, with one for WS-Security, and the SAML piece being absorbed into the Access Control Req.  Andrew and Max were to submit updates for this item and to report on progress to the TC.
Minutes:

We discussed the need to split some of these requirements. WS-Security integration is considered to be the first requirement. Andrew is going to work on the WS-Security component.   
SAML is being considered by Andrew as an alternative means of authentication.   Unless there is keen interest in supporting different authorization mechanisms, he won’t expand on this.  
Andrew is planning to put together an initial draft before the meeting. This will not be a top priority for the FTF given the status of work to date. 

6. New Business 
1.9.9 Changes to UDDI Schemas & WSDL to Support Code Generation
Discussion:

Well, we’ve had some lively debate on this topic recently.  To summarize key options in this debate are:
· Do nothing.

· Create two schema sets, one as is, the other as a “lite” set which will work with a majority of tools
· Simplify the schema set to support a majority of tools (with attendant loss of specificity for those that do support today’s schema set)

TC will continue the discussion.

Minutes:

John feels we have to decide whether we want to give special support to this class of users.  He feels that the WSDL changes are more important than the schema issues which are largely considered tactical and hopefully only applicable for a finite duration.   Luc agrees that this merits being addressed, it’s just not clear what’s truly tactical vs. strategic.  John feels the WSDL changes (especially the disposition report) are strategic in nature and that we need to consider them.  We need to identify a course of action on these.  
WSDL changes discussion:
Regarding the service WSDL, there is concern that some of the Java programming model could be non-standard if we don’t resolve this. Should we recommend that a node expose a service WSDL and describe the general shape of the service WSDL, rather than specifically defining the service WSDL?  Max and John suggested creating a stub for this purpose.

How does this affect the spec?   We concluded that it need not affect the spec and that we would address this via a TN. The intent of doing so is that with the advent of WSDL 1.2, service WSDLs would not likely be needed.  As an interim step, we discussed the desire to create service WSDL files which would import the bindings and define services and the ports. Further discussion will be carried out on this topic when we discuss the TN.
The other WSDL issue is related to the disposition reports. UDDI currently reuses it for both success and failure which causes problems on some API calls, although this behavior is not inconsistent with WS-I.  John feels we don’t lose anything by changing success here to be a null response.  John believes this is clearly a V3 issue.  Changing it for V2 would be too big an impact on existing clients.  This change affects the specification in about 5 or 6 places.  Success needs to be indicated by return of an empty.  TC members still need to think about this change until next time. Luc expressed reservations with this and will be posting later. This remains an open issue.
Schema changes discussion
Luc doesn’t want to introduce changes in the schema that are designed to institutionalize deficiencies in tools.   Matthew feels that some of the issues in the schema have become less severe since tools have been catching up recently.  Yet, we have implementations today which need some work-arounds.   John agreed that making updates to correct “ugly” code generated based on today’s schema is probably not well advised. We discussed this topic further and left open for the moment issues related to the use of Boolean.  This topic, including the matter of the service WSDL discussed above, will be the topic of the aforementioned TN which would, among other things, propose an alternative schema as a work-around to current limitations.  As such, the base V3 schema will not be amended.  

The above TN will be generated by John.
7. Adjournment
We adjourned at 15:00 Pacific time. 
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