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Agenda:

1. Project Plan

2. OASIS work on Taxonomy/Classification

3. Draft TA Specification

4. Proof of Concept

Discussion:

Project Plan

Deliverables considered to be part of the Infrastructure Specification Schema were firmed up in the project plan.  Most of these deliverables were still on track for handoff to the QR PT on 22 Dec.  Paul was given an action item to alert Tim McGrath, QR liaison to BP, to expect this deliverable on 22 Dec.  Review of the Infrastructure Specification Schema by the BP/CC Delivery Team would take place concurrently with the QR review. Mary Kay said additional draft documents had been posted to the delivery team web site in regard to acceptance criteria and change control procedures for BP/CC deliverables.  She said the project plan would be updated accordingly.

Mary Kay said the revised project plan version 10.2 would be forwarded along with this meeting report.  She said the draft documents on acceptance criteria and change control would also be provided for review with the meeting report.

OASIS Work on Taxonomy/Classification

Jamie stated that there was no current activity in OASIS on these topics.  To his knowledge, no documents had been posted.

TA Specification

The TA Specification needs to incorporate two additional pieces for BP: 1) describe the infrastructure specification schema and its relation to the ebXML metamodel, and 2) describe the software functionality that allows for scenarios at the business transaction level vs. the business collaboration level.  It was agreed that this section of the TA Specification should be consistent with the Infrastructure Specification Schema.  Thus, they are being developed in parallel.  The TA Spec section will be provided to the TA PT at the same time as the Infrastructure Specification Schema is provided to the QR PT.  

Proof of Concept

Mark Hale, of the PoC PT, said he was organizing the PoC demo for the XMLOne convention in London.  Mark is especially interested in building the PoC payload on the basis of BP/CC Delivery Team specifications, but needs support from the BP and CC PTs to accomplish this.  PoC PT members cannot make up the payload.  While there have been BP submissions to the PoC, Mark said none defined an ebXML payload.  The three submissions to date are:

1. AIAG information model for materials management,

2. Business Collaboration Protocol based on a telecom ordering scenario,

3. Business process editor tool.

Mark expressed interested in incrementally working the AIAG submission to develop a payload in the context of a business process.  Jim Clark said the three submissions are complementary and should be combined into a single PoC at some point.  Karsten said we should focus on demonstrating the infrastructure capability through March.  Karsten made the point that PoC input is needed from business users of ebXML, in addition to vendors, tool providers and consultants.  Mary Kay suggested getting a business user to speak as part of the PoC presentation.

Discussion with Mark after the conference call resulting in posting the following information to the BP PT list.  It is repeated here to fill in a few of the above points.
1. Mark will be the PoC liaison to the BP PT for the XMLOne PoC demo in London and the PoC demo in Geneva.  Someone else will be the PoC liaison for Vancouver.

2. The PoC team very much wants BP input and participation in all PoC demos.  It is very important, because this is where business users of ebXML have direct input and a stake in the PoC.

3. Enterprise users of ebXML are needed to support and sponsor PoC demos.  To participate in a PoC, an enterprise user must register their intent to participate and then be present in the PoC face-to-face meeting that is held in preparation for the PoC.  (The Vancouver PoC face-to-face meeting will take place late in January.)

4. Enterprise users participating in a PoC will be assigned a "role" in the business scenario to be demonstrated to make it more realistic, e.g., Company A will be the buyer, Company B will be the supplier, Company C will be the shipper, etc.

Other

Mary Kay provided an update on BP and CC activities related to the automotive industry.  Sig Handelman is providing the modeling support for the supply chain business process discussed on the 11 Dec. call.  This activity will be worked more in conjunction with X12 and the UN/CEFACT EWG.  Mary Kay reported that an AIAG meeting was scheduled for 21 Dec.  As for the proof of concept, Mary Kay reported that the AIAG submission to the PoC would be held off for Vancouver.  However, the strong interest in BP/CC input to the PoC discussed above may set a higher priority on this work.

Next Meeting

The next meeting is scheduled for 12:00 – 13:00 EST on 8 Jan. 2001. The agenda will include:

1. Review of the project plan,

2. Review of the draft BP material submitted for the TA Specification (to be provided),

3. Review of the draft of the Infrastructure Specification Schema that will already have been submitted to the Quality Review PT,

4. Review of the draft statements on acceptance criteria and change control.

Respectfully submitted,

Paul Levine

BP PT Co-lead
