ebXML Quality Review Group

minutes of Conference Call Sept 12, 2000

Written by:  Tim McGrath, Sept 13, 2000

Present:

Tim McGrath, Joseph Baran, Bob Glushko (Acting Chair), Eve Maler, Tony Blazej, Jon Bosak, Nagwa Abdelghfour

Apologies: Murray Maloney
Agenda:

1. Welcome (please be on time...)

2. Meeting Logistics

3. Report from Steering Committee.

4. Technical Specifications:

* documents submitted

* review status

* documents in pipeline

5. Public documents with technical content

* documents submitted

* review status

6. Public presentations (inc. the Quarterly Technical Orientation

presentations)

* deliverables submitted

* review status

* deliverables identified

7. Technical content on the ebXML website

* review status

8.  Fortnightly work plan

9.  Any Other Business

Discussion:

1. Welcome to Eve and Jon who are attending for the first time.

2. Notice of meetings are now available on the web site:

3. Tim reported on the Steering Committee teleconference of  Sept 6th.

A large portion of the meeting was spent discussing the Universal Description Discovery and Integration (UDDI) announcement.  Bob Sutor’s (IBM) view was:

· UDDI is one type of registry.

· UDDI is not xml.org

· Information is replicated and distributed globally.

· UDDI is an ‘enabling‘ tool, ebXML is a framework.

· There are corners of overlap providing possible synergy with ebXML.

· Microsoft have problems with ebXML – UDDI has potential for involvement

· ebXML should move to ensure UDDI is compatible

· UDDI will be a free-to-use service

· IBM have been active on UDDI since May 2000

· IBM are still committed to ebXML

· More details are at http://www.uddi.org
Klaus raised several publicly perceived and strategic concerns about this initiative.

Bob's favoured strategy is to present ebXML as synergistic with UDDI because  20-30 key players involved in ebXML are also supporting UDDI. However, it is not clear how this will be done, given UDDI is 'jumpstarting' the process and retrospectively fitting the ebXML stuff as required.

Other points covered at the Steering Committee were:

· Tokyo meeting rooms are at a premium as we can only get 10 in total – QR may be sharing a room.

· Revision to Specification approval process – to allow for QR cycles

· QR review process scope –Klaus clarified our role as not checklisting each document against requirements but providing high level consistency across the teams.  It was suggested thatwhat we might do is determine "best practice" for managing comments/input to evolving documents and propagating these across the various project teams. QR Team to publish their approach on their web site.

· Draft Specs planned for release:

TA - Spec maybe tomorrow (ed: now Weds. 13th Sept)

TA -Glossary week commencing 10th Sept

TRP - Messaging Services week commencing 10th Sept

TRP - Security in October

BP - 30th Sept.

CC - from Sept 15th (various)

RegRep - not present

TP - working on Reqmts., draft tags by Tokyo.

The QR Team then debated the issue of UDDI, summarised as follows:

Murray Maloney (via Jon Bosak as proxy) expressed concern about UDDI’s possible use of eCo intellectual property.

Jon Bosak recommended a view forward based upon:

· Will UDDI succeed? It has taken on a big challenge.

· Maybe the 15 outer circle UDDI members (many ebXML participants) will be able to influence the process.

Tony Blazej suggested that ebXML needs to focus on the issues of concern (e.g. the mandating of SOAP within UDDI)

The group concluded that the ebXML view on UDDI should be that it addresses only a small part of the puzzle and that ebXML would deliver the complete framework.  It is within the terms of reference of this Team to ensure a consistent view on this.

Action: 

Jon: liaise with MAE Team to discuss this issue.

Dick/Bob: to advise Executive of this strategy.

4. The TRP Team’s Message Service Specification document was released for comment on 11th Sept for response by Monday 18th. 

All team members to comment via the list server by end-of–day Friday 15th.  Joe Baran will take on the role of co-ordinating the responses and responding to the Executive and Team lead.

Responses to the TA Specification due on Wednesday 13th Sept. will be co-ordinated by Nagwa.

Eve stated that she had available DTDs and stylesheets specifially for presenting specifications which may be of value to ebXML.  The group felt that ebXML should be using the technology it promotes but this may need to be phased in.

Action: 

Joe: co-ordinate Message Services responses

Nagwa: co-ordinate TA Spec responses

Tim: to report on current position of ebXML w.r.t. document formats/templates

5. No public documents have been  submitted, however Jon Bosak is to liaise with MAE team regarding publications such as the Press Kit.

Action: 

Jon: liaise with MAE Team to discuss this issue.

6. Despite many presentations have been arranged following San Jose no formal process is in place to review these.  This remains unresolved.

7. Team leads and editors now have access and are updating their own web pages.  In addition some data has been recovered since the last site crash.  Therefore much of ebxml.org is in a state of flux.  The use of stylesheets will be an issue here as well as with technical specifications.

Action: 

Tim: review consistency of ebXML website contents over the next 2 weeks.

8. The next few weeks appear busy with technical specifications. It was agreed to schedule a teleconference for next Tuesday (19th Sept) at the same time (03:00pm PDT). 

Action: 

Nagwa: arrange call and notify of numbers to call (via list server).

9. No Other Business.

10.  Next meeting Tuesday 19th September at 3pm Pacific time (PDT)

         Call-In Number    TBA via list server and web site

         Intern'l Call-In  TBA via list server and web site

         Participant Code  TBA via list server and web site

End of document 

