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1 Attendance

 Chairs will take attendance.
2 Additions to Agenda
None.
3 Approval of Previous Minutes 

Motion:

Motion to approve the minutes of the 20040831 meeting, which are posted at: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9184/Minutes20040831.doc
Minutes:
Approved.
4 Schedule for FTF Meeting by Day

Timing of items subject to change based on our progress

	Monday
	
	
	
	

	
	Open Meeting & Take Attendance
	10:00
	-
	10:15

	
	Administrative Items
	10:15
	-
	10:30

	
	Review AR List
	10:30
	-
	11:00

	
	Review Change Requests
	11:00
	-
	12:00

	
	LUNCH
	12:00
	-
	13:00

	
	TN review
	13:00
	-
	15:00

	
	Afternoon break
	15:00
	-
	15:30

	
	v.Next assessment and priorities
	15:30
	-
	16:00

	
	v.Next session
	16:00
	-
	17:30

	
	
	
	
	

	Tuesday
	
	
	
	

	
	Review Progress on v.Next / Adjust Schedule

- anyURI TN review

- errata 2 of SCC14N

- Andrew’s list of editorial changes
	9:00
	-
	9:30

	
	Define / Agree on Day’s Goals
	9:30
	-
	9:45

	
	v.Next session
	9:45
	-
	12:00

	
	LUNCH
	12:00
	-
	13:00

	
	v.Next session
	13:00
	-
	14:30

	
	Afternoon Break
	14:30
	-
	15:00

	
	v.Next session
	15:00
	-
	17:30

	
	
	
	
	

	Wednesday
	
	
	
	

	
	Review Progress on v.Next / Adjust Schedule
	9:00
	-
	9:30

	
	Define / Agree on Day’s Goals
	9:30
	-
	9:45

	
	v.Next session
	9:45
	-
	12:00

	
	LUNCH
	12:00
	-
	13:00

	
	v.Next session
	13:00
	-
	14:30

	
	Afternoon Break
	14:30
	-
	15:00

	
	Technical WP, Gartner, OASIS KeyGenerator
	15:00
	-
	17:00

	
	Adjourn
	17:00
	
	


The Thursday session will be held at the Oxford Computing Centre. Current plans are for a session from 11am to 3pm, perhaps 3:30pm, at 13 Banbury Road.
5 Old Business

5.1 Review of AR List
5.1.1 Review of Kavi AR List 

Close completed items as required
Minutes:

Closed a number of ARs because they are completed, or are being discussed elsewhere on the agenda.
5.1.2 AR002: Update to the Key Partitions TN

 

	#0002: Update Key Partitions TN

	Owner: Steve Capell

	Status: Open

	Assigned: 23 Apr 2003

	Due: 


Steve is looking for feedback on his first draft of this document. Please provide feedback via the list.

Based on last minutes: Steve will proceed, assuming that there is no negative feedback – anyone who can look at the draft and provide feedback, please do so, via the list.

He will target a full draft by the FTF.

Minutes:

Document not submitted yet – Tony to prompt Steve.
5.1.3 AR055 – UBR tModels

#0055: UBR tModel Submission: add ICD identifier entries Owner: Andrew Hately Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 10 Aug 2004 Comments:


Andrew to update files with the D&B D-U-N-S ICD number.

Luc will perform final review, formatting, voting and upon approval posting to uddi.org 

May need to change the text in one of the tModels to avoid issues with China / Taiwan. 

Andrew was to provide input on the localization issue. 

Discuss: status

Minutes:

The alteration required has been made.
Approved without dissent.

Luc to post to uddi.org, and add it to the common tModels section. Already posted to the UBR.
5.1.4 AR0019: Create a TN on changes to V3 WSDL for code generation  
	#0019: Create a TN on changes to V3 WSDL for code generation  

	Owner: John Colgrave

	Status: Open

	Assigned: 16 Nov 2003

	Due: 05 Dec 2003


John to report on status of this item.  
Minutes
Dealt with later in agenda.
5.1.5 AR0039: TN discussing Unicode in elements and the anyURI datatype
	#0039: Submission of a TN discussing implementation and usage issues related with the use of Unicode in elements and attributed of the anyURI datatype
Owner: Claus von Riegen 

Status: Open 

Assigned: 16 Mar 2004 
Due: 16 Jul 2004 


Claus to report on progress. TC to appoint editors. 

Minutes
Editors: Andrew Hately, Tony Rogers. Editing overnight – plan to discuss first thing tomorrow. Discussion under 5.3.3 below.
5.2 Change Requests

5.2.1 Errata for SCC14N

Andrew to report on status.
Minutes:
Deferred for review at next telecon.
5.2.2 CR-074: Runtime behavior of a v2/v3 multi-version registry as it relates to empty containers and lengths supplied by a v2 client
Owner: Mirek Novotny
URL: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/8638/uddi-spec-tc-cr074-v2v3MultiversionRuntimeSchemaConsiderations-20040809.doc

Abstract: The v3.0.1 specification is silent with respect to the runtime behavior of a v2/v3 multi-version registry as it relates to empty containers and lengths supplied by a v2 client. This CR details the necessary behavior.
Rob to report on whether this covers all of CR57. If so, we will remove CR57 and replace it with this one.

Minutes:

We looked at the two CRs, CR74 does not cover all of CR57. We decided to retain both, and to rely on the editors to merge the content appropriately. CR74 approved.
5.2.3 CR-080: discard_transferToken API
Owner: Rob Kochman
URL: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7845/uddi-spec-tc-cr068-keyGenerationHiddentModel-20040718.doc
Rob was to modify the CR to reflect discussion that the transfer token be invalidated rather than discarded.

Per last minutes: Rob will rewrite the CR to reflect the need for delete_tmodel and delete_business to call discard_transfertoken. Rob was to submit the update by Friday of the week of the last telecon.

Minutes:

We determined the revisions necessary to implement this change request. There is a glitch – we do not want to invalidate the transfer token for “deleted” tModels, because we do need to be able to transfer hidden tModels (consider a node that is shutting down and transferring all data to another node – hidden tModels must be transferred in addition to all other data, because they can still be referenced by other data).
The CR has been updated as required to reflect the changes.
This CR has been approved without dissent.

5.2.4 CR-082: Duplicative keyedReference handling in bags
Owner: Mirek Novotny
URL: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/8641/uddi-spec-tc-cr082-duplicativeKeyedReferencesInBags-20040805.doc

Abstract: Clarification of behavior when multiple duplicative keyedReferences appear within a single categoryBag or identifierBag. The solution calls for leaving unaltered the set of duplicative keyedReferences.
This CR to be changed to cover all duplicates to be retained, possibly where we talk about preserving document order – next call.

 

Minutes:

Rather than the list of changes that were in the original CR, we decided to make a single change in Section 4.5.3 to specify that any duplicates must be retained.
5.2.5 CR-083: Clarification of multi-version node handling behavior to requests from v2 clients of entityKeyValue-based keyedReferences
Owner: Mirek Novotny
URL: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/8642/uddi-spec-tc-cr083-multiversioning%20inconsistency-20040809.doc

Abstract: This CR clarifies the behavior of a multi-node with respect to handling of keys held in the keyValue of a keyedReference categorized using the entityKeyValues category system.
Luc will merge CR 71 into the spec and then rewrite this CR to reflect the update. By the next telecon.

Luc cannot be on this telecom – deferred until FTF.
Minutes:

We reviewed the content of this CR and updated it. This CR is accepted and added to the list for 3.0.2.
5.2.6 CR064: Empty String as Default for keyName, sortCode, and useType

Per last minutes: John has made the relevant schema changes. Andrew to update the CR.

CR064: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9007/uddi-spec-tc-cr084-emptyStringDefaults-20040624.doc
Minutes:
We checked the changes that Andrew made, and re-approved it.
5.2.7 CR-085

Rob has posted CR-085, and Andrew has posted a response about making it consistent with CR-064, and default values of empty string.

CR085: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9086/uddi-spec-tc-cr085-zerolengthkeyvalues-20040819.doc
From previous minutes:

Inserted item – dealing with multi-version registry with a V2 client

V2 requests may stop working when data migrated into a multi-version V3 registry.  Data that was accepted in a V2 registry (such as DiscoveryUrl, where the field is a string) may be rejected in V3 registry (because it is now URI).

 

Rob is not too happy to be rejecting something that was valid using the V2 schema. At the same time, we don’t want to store invalid URLs in the V3 registry. 

 

Rob will ponder the situation. Tony suggested that the V2 request will validate against the V2 schema, and then the server (in the process of transforming to V3) can issue a “gentle” error message explaining the migration. That is preferable to a straight schema rejection.

 

Other issues include: 

         Another question is white-space collapse. Andrew suggests documenting that a query depending on a pair of white spaces will never return anything in V3, because of white space collapse.

         Empty keyValues are permitted in V2, but not in V3 – this one is tough, because it makes sense – it is suggested that we change V3 to permit an empty keyValue.

         Empty instanceParms are permitted in V2, not in V3.

 

Rob will write all of this up as a change request, targeting two weeks time.

Rob to report on status (possibly withdrawing this change request).

Minutes:

We accepted this CR for inclusion in 3.0.2.
5.2.8 CR86 – setting parent keys before signing.
A CR relating to Appendix I, about setting parent keys before signing – this discusses how child elements (business services and binding templates) must be updated with parent keys before being signed.
Minutes:

Andrew has submitted CR86, relating to the need to set the parent key before signing. Accepted for inclusion in 3.0.2.
5.2.9 CR87 – subscriptionKey should be a uddiKey

Andrew submitted this change.

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9296/uddi-spec-tc-cr-087-subscriptionKeyShouldBeUDDIkey-20040810.doc
Minutes:

Accepted for inclusion in 3.0.2.
5.2.10 Additions to the CR50 

Andrew has collected a series of editorials for inclusion in CR50.

Minutes:

To be reviewed Tuesday morning.
5.2.11 V3.0.2 Schema Changes
· http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9152/uddi_v3subscription.xsd
· http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9005/uddi_v3.xsd
5.2.12 Assignment of editors to CRs, schedule for working on v3.0.2

We have four editors for v3.0.2: Andrew, Claus, Luc, and Tony.

With a view to announcing the submission of v3.0.2 at the Gartner meeting, we have a tight schedule, with the following deadlines:

Submit to Luc for consolidation 1-Oct
Get crypto material from RSA    1-Oct
Editors - work complete 7-Oct
First review by TC on Telecon   12-Oct
Submit intent to publish to Jamie       13-Oct
Vote to release to OASIS for 30-day public review       2-Nov
Gartner Presentation    17-Nov

5.2.13 CR88 – fromKey and toKey behavior for find_relatedBusiness

Rob submitted this change.

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9368/uddi-spec-tc-cr088-find_relatedbusiness-fromtokeys-20040921.doc
Minutes:

The direction attribute in sharedRelationships is ambiguously defined, and has been interpreted differently. This change clarifies the meaning of the direction attribute. We drastically rewrote the change request. We incorporated a change to specify the order of the sharedRelationships elements where both “fromKey” and “toKey” are present – if both are present, “fromKey” is first. We added a sentence to clarify the order of the keyed references within the sharedRelationships element – the decision was to specify the same default as elsewhere: sort by last-date-change (of the corresponding publisher assertion) ascending.

Accepted for inclusion in 3.0.2.
5.2.14 CR89 – subscriptionKey as an attribute instead of element

Rob submitted this change.

Minutes:

Subscription’s key is the only object that has its key as an element rather than an attribute. This CR is rejected.
5.2.15 CR90 – v2 Inquiry Compatibility

Andrew submitted this change.

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/9369/uddi-spec-tc-cr-090-v2InquiryCompatibility-20040921.doc
Minutes:

Two minor changes that improve V2 handling of V3 registries.
5.3 Technical Notes in Progress
5.3.1 Using BPEL in a UDDI Registry Technical Note

Claus has provided has reposted the TN based on feedback received during UDDI TC FTF Meeting June 28-30, 2004. It is ready to be revised by the assigned Editors. It is posted at http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7835/uddi-spec-tc-tn-bpel-20040719.doc
 

Claus reported that there have been some comments on this TN in the BPEL TC. It has now been forwarded to the subcommittee on Abstract Processes.

 

We’re waiting on them. Claus will urge them along; Ivona the co-author is also tracking the BPEL TC closely. We will look at this next meeting when we expect to have received input.

Discuss next steps
 

Minutes:

5.3.2 WSRP Technical Note

Note from the Chair of the WSRP TC: We would like to invite the UDDI TC to review and comment the document.

You should be able to retrieve the PDF version here:

http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/wsrp/wsrp-pfb/download.php/7672/wsrp-pfb-uddi-tn-draft-08.doc
 

Claus provided input: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200407/msg00095.html 

Claus reported that he received feedback on his comments from the editors, and from the subcommittee, saying that they will address them. He will copy the list on some of the feedback. 

Claus to report on status
Minutes

The TC must review this.
5.3.3 “Handling of anyURI datatypes” Technical Note

Discussion of the http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/7502/uddi-spec-tc-tn-anyURIHandling-20040629.doc
AR0039: Andrew assigned AR to provide comment

Deferred until Claus returns from vacation (he is back on the 14th or 15th).
Minutes

We reviewed the edited TN and combined edits from Andrew and Tony, together with input from the rest of the TC. 
Luc to do final formatting, generate html and pdf versions, then submit for review and vote.

5.3.4 QoS Technical Note

Luc has been working on this (http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/6231/uddi-spec-tc-tn-QoS-metrics-20040402.doc ), and will report on his progress, and on interfacing with the WSDM TC.

Obtain status from Luc

 

Minutes:

Luc has made no progress on this. He is planning on releasing the first draft in early October.
5.3.5 New Technical Note: “Using WS-Policy in UDDI”

Scope:

· Review the WS-Policy Attachment spec (what has already been done?)

· Take the WSDL and BPEL TNs into account

· Define a profile:

· Do we want policy in WSDL, directly in UDDI, what?

· Do we want policy-based discovery?

· Use case examples

TC to produce a TN “Using WS-Policy in UDDI” based on the above.

Notes:

1. may want to reference this work in other TNs

2. may want to announce this at the W3C Constraints and Capabilities Workshop

3. Claus’s original document on the use of WS-Policy can be used as raw material

Minutes
New TN – author volunteers: Katia, Claus, Luc, Andrew

Editors: Tony, Maud, Rob

Timeline: 

want to have consensus within the TC on the content of this TN prior to the W3C workshop.

2-3 slides of scope ready for workshop (Luc will represent the TC)

Luc to coordinate with Claus prior to the workshop.

There was considerable discussion of the details of the TN, particularly in reference to Claus’s notes.
There is an issue relating to mapping in a multi-version registry: once again V2 makes it necessary to use instanceParms, while it would be attractive in V3 to use the category bag on the bindingTemplate.

There’s another question about combining policy – there’s little or no work done so far on the subject of taking multiple policies and deriving their combined result. This discourages the creation of granular policies and combining them. Yet this would be an attractive way to deal with the UDDI policy – take each of the elements in Chapter 9 and make it a policy element. This would be particularly useful to allow discovery by policy. Should we take this problem to the WS-Policy workshop, and raise it as a critical question?

It is likely the TC must establish our own domain in WS-Policy terms.

5.3.6 Securing the Channel Technical Note

#0034: v.Next: REQ 18: technote on the subject of securing the channel Owner: Tony Rogers Status: Open Assigned: 24 Feb 2004 Due: 10 Aug 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-02-25 00:43 GMT
Solicit authors for a technote on the subject of securing the channel in support of improving trustworthiness

Luc Clement 2004-02-25 00:53 GMT
Assigned to Rob Kochman

Luc Clement 2004-07-17 17:44 GMT
Reassigned to Tony for review and input 

Obtain status from Tony

Minutes

Tony has uploaded a revised draft with examples to KAVI.
This revised version had some flaws, and will need revision, mainly to remove some over-simplifications. Matthew and Andrew have been appointed as editors.

5.3.7 JAX-RPC Technical Note

John has uploaded a first draft of a TN on the use of JAX-RPC with UDDI.


http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/8745/uddi-spec-tc-tn-jax-rpc-20040811.doc

John is looking for general feedback on the approach of the TN, even though the schemas involved are still in flux.

TC to discuss, and possibly appoint editors.

Per the last minutes: 

Katia is unsure of the level of the audience, and therefore whether more detail is required.

Andrew suggests that there are two audiences: one being those requiring a compiled Java client, and the second being those who need to create a compiled client.

Katia suggests that all TNs should specify the intended audience. There was general agreement – revise TN template.

Mirek will be one editor.
Minutes
John took us through the TN, including the changes required in the schema (removing final attributes and xsd:choice constructs), and the WSDL file needed by the code generator. Note that the removal of the xsd:choice constructs means that the changed schema will accept some XML that is not acceptable under the original schema (such as a binding template with neither a host redirector nor an access point, or with both), but any example of such will be picked up by the UDDI server.

Some minor changes were made by the TC in reviewing this TN. There is a minor open question regarding one of the Java package names: should it be “org.w3” or “org.w3c”?
Matthew Dovey appointed as a second editor on this TN in addition to Mirek.
John will be publishing the schema files and the extra WSDL file as part of this TN package. There was discussion of whether the decision to publish the modified schema files meant that the TN text should be simplified (removing the details of every change) – simplifying the TN would mean that it might not change in the event of a change to the normative UDDI schemas; on the other hand, not simplifying the TN text would leave it as the authoritative statement on the changes required. This point was not resolved.
6 UDDI v.Next Discussions
Review progress on the requirements and proposals. Define priorities and which will be included in the next version, and which will be deferred for consideration in a later version.
6.1 Taxonomy Management (Req 28)

6.1.1 Using OWL for the interchange format

1. Previous AR: Katia / Massimo to investigate whether this proposal requires OWL-Full, or whether OWL-Lite will suffice. They believe that OWL-Lite will be capable of doing all we need. UPDATE: they confirmed that OWL-Full is required to support the “selectable” attribute.

 

2. Previous AR: John to modify the proposal to include the rationale for excluding other features of OWL (such as properties), to obviate extended discussion and rehashing of these topics. UPDATE: John has an extensively revised version of the document, but is reluctant to post it because he is not yet finished with it. We encourage him to post it as soon as he can bring himself to do so, so that the rest of the TC can provide feedback.

 

3. Previous AR: Katia and Massimo to assess the proposal from an OWL viewpoint.

4. Review input from Massimo on John’s “OWL as the UDDI Taxonomy Language” proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200408/msg00009.html 

5. Discussion of thread by Massimo and John: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200408/msg00011.html
Massimo has reviewed John’s work, and sent out a proposal that allows the use of OWL-Lite instead of OWL-Full – this is desirable because OWL-Full is still somewhat dubious, while OWL-Lite is much better-understood. He has solved the selectable problem in a different way. He has made changes to the uploaded document (there is one small error). He is on holiday at the moment, but hopes to continue with this about the end of this week.

Per last Minutes:

1. Massimo’s solution to the “selectable” problem fails. It would be good to avoid OWL-Full if we wish to use the largest tool sets (which are specific to OWL-Lite). John believes we can put this outside most of the ontologies (most don’t require this feature). John has tried this with a number of tools, and had no problems.

2. John has sent out a revised proposal – he needs feedback. TC Members are encouraged to read this and comment by the end of next week.

Minutes

We began by having John take us through his latest proposal:
http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/uddi-spec/download.php/8693/uddi-spec-tc-prop028-owl-20040813.doc
There are some significant changes in this proposal, possibly the most important being that all ontologies will end up in one massive ontology inside the UDDI node. This is not as confusing as it might seem at first, because the classes in each ontology will be handled as absolute URIs, not just as simple values. 
John’s proposal has been accepted.

6.1.2 Management API

6.1.2.1          

AR: Massimo and Katia will frame a question to the best practices group of OWL about handling parts of taxonomies, and any navigation APIs.

Massimo was to write a question and circulate it on the list.

Massimo to report on status

Minutes
This has not been done. The question arose of whether a navigation API is something that the TC should define, or whether it was more appropriate to wait for the development of work in this area by other groups.

We resolved that we will not provide a navigation API in this version of UDDI.

We discussed a means for providing access by a third party API to the source documents of the ontology (possibly using multiple OverviewDoc URLs to point at the documents). This will probably take the form of a recommendation (possibly as a non-normative appendix).

6.1.2.2           AR0056

#0056: v.Next: Taxonomy Management API Owner: John Colgrave Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 10 Aug 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 22:58 GMT
We have a requirement for a management API, but no proposal as yet. There was considerable discussion of what we need, but not a detailed conclusion. The APIs we need are:
• Put / get an entire taxonomy (in OWL-UDDI format)
• Get part of a taxonomy
• Navigate taxonomy

AR: John to create a proposal for the management API. 

Per last meeting:

John is unconvinced if this needs to be a formal API. He will prepare a description of the operations needed.

Deferred until the face-to-face so Luc can be involved.

Minutes

We had some robust discussion about this. The navigation API is a distraction, and dealt with in the previous section. So we are down to how the ontology is loaded and deleted – the question is whether we define APIs to do this. Massimo has volunteered to write a proposal for this API; Matthew will assist. 

The two positions are:
1. define an API to provide the three functions John described in his proposal:

a. load an ontology

b. unload an ontology

c. delete the classes named in a file

2. do not define an API – allow each vendor to provide a UI to perform these tasks

If we define API entries, then there is a standard way to handle these ontology files across all UDDI implementations. But it means that we must plan for the interaction of other v.Next functionality with this new API – we must determine the interaction with access control, in particular. One suggestion was not to provide an API in v.Next, but to leave open the option of providing one in a later version – that way we can get some experience in the use of the ontology files, and in a better position to define an API with appropriate options. 
There are access control issues: when one ontology publisher loads an ontology file, it may alter a class or classes loaded by another ontology publisher. This alteration may be deliberate or accidental, and it may be desirable or malicious. Do we attempt to control this through defined controls? Or will we rely on social control?

6.2 Semantic Search (Req 29)

6.2.1 AR0057

#0057: v.Next: Semantic Search Owner: Katia Sycara Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 11 Jul 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:03 GMT
AR: Katia and Massimo to capture more detailed requirements and use cases, plus a feature set, as the beginnings of a proposal – this would include adding a design goal to discourage people from over-specifying their categorizations. This document to be brought before the TC for further discussion before taking to full proposal. 

Review submission by Massimo: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/uddi-spec/200409/msg00020.html
Minutes
Massimo presented his document, and it was explored in depth by the TC. We discussed the content and made minor modifications and clarifications interactively. The document is ready to proceed to a full proposal.
6.3 Qualified KeyedReference 

This proposal was presented by Luc as a means of addressing a number of the requirements, including range-based query, semantic query, boolean / logical combination, and the question of considering the keyName as significant. The new idea is an extension to keyedReference that allows the inclusion of findQualifiers inside a keyedReference – this is called a qualifiedKeyedReference. The proposal also suggests qualifying a value set with data typing information, with the intent of specifying the comparison operations applicable to the value set – at the very least we must support string and numeric comparisons, but there are many others (date/time, geographic, …). The proposal also includes a variation on the logical combination of elements in bags, complete with negations.
We were determined that we want to use a name other than findQualifier.

Luc took us through this proposal, and much discussion ensued.

One of our problems was an absence of use cases.

TODO:

1. use cases to be fleshed out, particularly concerning range query, use of key name significance

2. use cases for value set typing (how many types: string, numeric, ?datestamp, ?anyURI) and how it will be used (do we constrain the data we accept for inquiry, publish?)
3. Luc to submit proposal to Katia / Massimo – flesh out section 2.3

4. use cases for multiple levels of bracketing
5. use cases for negation on:

a. keys

b. names

c. discoveryUrls

6. compare this logical expressions proposal with Daniel / Tom’s proposal – expressiveness
6.4 Range-based Query (Req 23)

6.4.1 AR0058

#0058: v.Next: Range-based Query (Req 23) Owner: Andrew Hately Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 11 Jul 2004 Comments: Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:24 GMT
AR: Andrew will flesh out his proposal to provide full details - i.e. make the included category bag list a choice: either a list of categoryBags or a list of inquiryCategoryBags.

Andrew has not had time to work on this. He hopes to work on this in two weeks.

Mirek and Luc are preparing a proposal and will submit it before the face-to-face.

Minutes

Andrew added his document to Kavi.
6.5 Boolean Query Operations (Req 20)

6.5.1 AR0059

#0059: v.Next: Boolean Query Operations (Req 20) Owner: Daniel Feygin Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 18 Jul 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:26 GMT
Update current proposal to align with either categoryBags or inquiryCategoryBags (see Req 23) for combination. 
Minutes

Deferred for consideration later – Daniel was not at this meeting.
6.5.2 AR0060

#0060: v.Next: Boolean Query Operations (Req 20) - Produce Example Queries Owner: Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 10 Aug 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:28 GMT
A required addition to this proposal is a series of examples showing the modeling of a variety of common queries to prove that we have not lost any important expressivity. Responsibility for this AR is not yet assigned. 

Minutes

Deferred for consideration later – do this after we decide on the Boolean mechanism.
6.6 ACLs (Req 16)

6.6.1 AR0038

#0038: v.Next: Produce RQ-016 Proposal - Not breaking the containment model Owner: Andrew Hately Status: Open Assigned: 12 Mar 2004 Due: 16 September 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-03-12 21:53 GMT
Due to the strong concerns voiced about the idea of breaking the containment model, it would be useful to have an alternative proposal. John and Andrew to work on the proposal to which does not break the containment model. 

Per last meeting: John and Andrew working on this when they have time.

Minutes
Deferred for consideration later. 

6.6.2 AR0031

#0031: v.Next: Complete Work on the RQ-016 Proposal (Breaking the containment model) Document Owner: Andrew Hately Status: Open Assigned: 24 Feb 2004 Due: 02 Mar 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-02-25 00:34 GMT
Andrew to complete work on RQ-016 proposing the approach he advocates.
- TC to consider this approach, and decide whether breaking the containment model is acceptable in context. 

Per last meeting: John and Andrew working on this when they have time.

Minutes

Due to the diminished interest, this work will not continue.
6.7 WS-Policy Mapping

 

v.Next: REQ 18: proposal using WS-Policy to address machine assessment of registry.

Minutes

Deferred for consideration later.
6.8 SOAP 1.2 Binding
 
Minutes

Deferred for consideration later.
6.9 Next WS-I Basic Profile and UDDI v3
 

Minutes

Deferred for consideration later.
6.10 Contacts (Req 27)

6.10.1 AR0061

#0061: v.Next: Contacts (Req 27) Owner: Tony Rogers Status: Open Assigned: 05 Jul 2004 Due: 18 Jul 2004 Comments:
Luc Clement 2004-07-05 23:36 GMT
write a proposal that shows how to use a binding template as a contact – a way of handling this using the existing data structures

Per last meeting: Tony will write up this in due course.

Minutes

Deferred for consideration later.

6.11 Stale Data (Req 19)

 

Discussing the proposal that was updated at the last face-to-face. Lots of questions about the point of these proposals. Not a lot of conviction that this is a big requirement. There is some motivation for this, pushed by the fact that there is no way to validate the content of the registry – there is no real way to clean up a registry. One suggestion is that we defer this proposal for some time. 

This may be dropped due to time.

Zhe Wu has a change request relating to date-based search qualifiers. Andrew suggested turning this into a proposal. Target: 17th September.

Minutes

Deferred for consideration later.
7 UDDI Technical White Paper

Brent Sleeper was commissioned to update the Executive and Technical white paper and had submitted the papers for review. We’ve yet to submit input on the Tech WP

Minutes
We reviewed the Technical White Paper.
We provided detailed feedback on this paper.
8 Gartner presentation

a. Update on progress

b. Demo Mtg #3

c. Presenting what we have to date

Luc described the Gartner demonstration, which is a sophisticated demonstration of UDDI in the context of both internal and external UDDI nodes. The work is being divided between Oracle, SAP, IBM, MS, and Unitspace.
9 OASIS keyGenerator

We should establish a key generator for OASIS groups, and publish it on the common tModels page. When the UBR reaches version 3, we can register this key generator in the UBR.
10 Additions to Agenda
None covered separately.
11 ADJOURNMENT

Adjourned 17:17, 22 September 2004.
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