Raw Chat from Chatroom:  SCA Bindings TC July 18 2008

Simon Holdsworth: Just about to start
TomRutt: let me know when the bridge is enabled
Simon Holdsworth: 8:30 - 9:00: Issue resolutions from day 1 

9:00 - 10:00: Conversations and Callbacks 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-2 

How should SCA callback semantics be carried over Web Services? 

Raiser: Simon Nash, owner: Simon Nash 

Status: Waiting for resolution of Java issue 25 (action item 20080304-3) 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-22 

Bindings specifications should provide exemplary Implementations for Callbacks and Conversations 

Raiser: Mike Edwards 

Status: No proposed resolution 

Notes: Waiting for resolution of Java issue 25 

10:00 - 10:30: Break 

10:30 - 11:45: Conversations and callbacks contd. 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-21 

Support for callback and conversation ID-s in bindings 

Raiser: Peter Peshev, owner Peter Peshev 

Status: Proposed resolution in issue 

Notes: Waiting for resolution of Java issue 25 

11:45 - 12:30: Lunch 

12:30 - 14:00: JMS Binding issues 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-7 

JMS bindingType and ordered intent - clarification needed 

Raiser: Peter Peshev 

Status: resolution required 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-20 

JMS binding URI should follow JMS IRI scheme submitted to IETF 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner: Simon Holdworth 

Status: Specific resolution text required 

Notes: The new draft is now at: http://www.ietf.org/internet-drafts/draft-merrick-jms-uri-03.txt 

(and the metadata about the submission - https://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/draft-merrick-jms-uri/) 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-31 

What is a "plain name" for a connection factories or activation specs, and how is one distinguished from a JNDI name? 

Raiser: Eric Johnson, owner: Simon Holdsworth 

Status: Specific resolution text required 

14:30 - 14:45: Break 

14:45 - 16:00: JMS/JCA Binding issues 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-27 

Identifying data binding and operation selection 

Raiser: Mike Rowley 

Status: Specific resolution text and scope required 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-28 

Specifying JNDI context URI 

Raiser: Piotr Przybylski 

Status: No current proposal 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-29 

Properties on Bindings 

Raiser: Piotr Przybylski 

Status: No current proposal 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-33 

Correlation property names are odd, and the space of options is not extensible. 

Raiser: Eric Johnson 

Status: Proposed resolution in issue 

16:00 - 16:15: Summary 

16:15 Meeting Ends
Simon Holdsworth: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200807/msg00025.html
Simon Nash: test
Simon Nash: scribe: Simon Nash
Simon Nash: Vladimir: will send out a proposal for how WSDL bindings and portTypes relate to each other.  May be related to issues 25 or 11
Simon Nash: no other comments on today's agenda
Simon Nash: proposal from Eric with specific text for issu 32
Simon Nash: will consider this now
Simon Nash: see URL above for details of the proposal
Simon Nash: action to editors: prseudo-schema in JCA binding spec must be made consistent with that in the other 2 binding specs
Simon Nash: eric moves to resolve issue 32 with this proposal
Simon Nash: second: Mike E
anonymous morphed into anish
Simon Nash: motion approved with unanimous consent
Simon Nash: bindings 2: callbacks conversations
Simon Nash: simon N gives update on proposal before the Java TC to resolve JAVA-25
Simon Nash: Simon N suggests discussion of this proposed direction by the bindings TC
Simon Nash: Mike E points out that this also affect the Assembly TC
Simon Nash: and needs to be discussed there as well
Mike Edwards: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200807/msg00040.html
Simon Nash: suggestion to have parallel discussions in different TCs, before a final decision is taken
Simon Nash: anish: for BINDINGS-2, need to identify what's on the wire
Simon Nash: Mike E: need a consistent solution for different languagesw
Simon Nash: the obligations of language impls need to be specified (e.g., to reflect things back faithfully)
Simon Nash: Eric: seems fuzzy at the moment, especially what does a binding need to do
Simon Nash: simon: it would be worth talking about the requirements here, based on emerging ideas
Simon Nash: anish: either say callbacks can be implemented using an existing WS-* spec, or we would need to create a new one
Simon Nash: anish: what are the essential things that a binding needs to carry for callbacks
Simon Nash: an EPR, some correlation info (maybe)
Simon Nash: martin describes an abstract model using some use cases
Simon Nash: fist use case: A calls B across bi-di interface.  B calls back to Ac.  Addressof Ac is sent to the request from A to B.
Simon Nash: Second use case: multiple calls from A to B and mu;lti
Simon Nash: multiple calls back from B to Ac
Simon Nash: either A does care which callbacks relate to which forward calls, or it doesn't care
Simon Nash: s/A/Ac
Simon Nash: case 2a: A doesn't care; case 2b: A does care.  For 2a, a callback address must be sent on the first request from A to B.  For 2b, in addition, an ID must be sent on each request from A to B, and the response must return the correct ID for the request that it relatesTo
Simon Nash: case 3 (proposed by Martin): A can provide a different callback address on every request, and callbacks triggered by each forward request must be sent to the callback address carried in the forward request
Simon Nash: Simon does not agree that case 3 is within the semantica of SCA callbacks as currently defined
Simon Nash: and does not think it should be.
Simon Nash: s/Simon/Simon N/
Simon Nash: 15 min break
Simon Nash: now resuming
Simon Nash: Simon N: whether or not a callback address is transmitted on every call may be binding-dependent and is not mandated by the SCA callback programming model
Simon Nash: case 4: multiple clients, each with a different callback address.  B must use the address it received on a forward call and call back to that same address
Simon Nash: discussion about whether the service that receives a call should know which client component made the call, as part of callback semantics.
Simon Nash: Martin: it should; Simon N: it shouldn't
Simon Nash: Mike: this isn't part of callbacks
Simon Nash: Nimish: this is something else liek choreography
Simon Nash: Eric: question of context as it related to impl types
Simon Nash: e.g., can the callback be stored only on an impl thread and not valid after the request returns
Simon Nash: what if resources are associated with that context
Simon Nash: ?
Simon Nash: Simon H: impl types may need to guarantee that they provide tha callback address for the current request
Simon Nash: other thinsg should be allowed to vary between impl types... the abstract model needs to say what comes into which category
TomRutt: test
Simon Nash: what is the minimum info that bindings must be able to transmit in order to support callbacks?
Simon Nash: 1. in the forward call direction, a callback address and an ID
Simon Nash: 2. in the callback direction, an ID that is logically equivalent to (equality comparable with) an ID that was sent in the forward direction
Simon Nash: the callback address doesn't need to go physically on the wire every time, but the binding must be able to provide it to application code on request
anonymous morphed into Tom Rutt
Simon Nash: Martin: should be possible for higher-level knowledge about call/callback relationships to allow the callback address not to be sent on every forward call
Simon Nash: action item for Mike: file an assembly issue for an annotation to determine whether or not a forward request carries a callback address
Simon Nash: lunch break - scribe is relieved of his duties
Ashok: Seven issues on JMS and JCA specs for this afternoon
Ashok: They all have proposed resolutions
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-7
Ashok: Scope of 'ordered' intent is the wire
Ashok: Do we need to say anything more than what the Policy spec says?
Ashok: Question:  if you have > 1 references wired to same service, are messages from both references ordered together?
Ashok: ACTION: Simon H will propose wording to the Policy TC to clarify the spec re. behaviour of the 'ordered' intent.
Ashok: Propose to resolve issue by pointing to (revised?) Policy spec
Ashok: ACTION: Simon H to submit proposed resolution to issue to Bindings TC
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-20
Ashok: Anish:  ETA wrt IETF draft?
Ashok: Eric:  In progress
Ashok: Anish:  We can say we will use the IETF recommendation.  Point to current version
Ashok: indicate the direction we are going
Ashok: Cannot resolve till IETF declares it to be a standard?
Ashok: Anish:  We can refer to the draft and put a box saying it's in progress
Simon Holdsworth: The value of the @uri attribute MUST have the following format, defined by the IETF URI Scheme for Java(tm) Message Service 1.0.  Note that this URI scheme is currently in draft.
Simon Holdsworth: The value of the @uri attribute MUST have the following format, defined by the IETF URI Scheme for Java(tm) Message Service 1.0.  Note that this URI scheme is currently in draft.  The reference in this spec will be updated when the IETF standard is finalized
Ashok: Eric moves to resolve issue 20 with above proposal.  MikeE seconds
Ashok: Approved w/o objection
Ashok: ISSUE 31
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-31
Ashok: Eric:  What's a 'plain connection factory name' ?
Ashok: Can be connection factory class name or connection factory name that is bound to JNDI
Ashok: ACTION: Simon H will provide examples to resolves the issue
Ashok: Simon:  We are done with the items for this issue
Ashok: Next, discuss prposal from Anish re. callbacks
Simon Holdsworth: Anish's email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200807/msg00027.html
Ashok: Why either this or that.  Why not mandate wsa:From?
Ashok: Anish:  I was trying to reflect opinions of others.  I'm ok either way.
Tom Rutt: queue
Ashok: Tom:  From is left as an extension.  So, let's just use the From.
Ashok: Eric:  Argues for standardizing one way
anish: Notes on the proposal: wsa:From MUST always be non-anon
anish test
Ashok: MikeE:  This design is a particular way of expressing the info we decided needed to be sent
Ashok: You chose to send in two attributes.  Why?
Ashok: Anish:  I was following WS-Addressing
Tom Rutt: I am astonished, did we not just state that the binding has to get a callback address and an id thru to the other side.   The From is the address, the MessageID in ws addressing is the id
Simon Nash: +1 to Tom
Mike Edwards: The question is the encoding of the address and the ID
Mike Edwards: is it ideal for mixed protocol cases?
Mike Edwards: ie SOAP/HTTP forward call and eg JMS callback ?
Tom Rutt: the callback interface will typically be described with its own wsdl port type.
anish: exactly one RelatesTo header for callbacks
Tom Rutt: This means it is not a question of request response, but correlation of invocation on two separate interfaces in a bidir manner
Tom Rutt: waiting for moderator
Simon Holdsworth1: Topic: JMS/JCA Binding issues
Ashok: Simon H:  We have given Anish feedback on his proposal.  I suggest he revise it and we will discuss further.
Simon Holdsworth1 Tom we are moving on to JMS/JCA issues and not discussing callbacks any further today
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-27 

Identifying data binding and operation selection 

Raiser: Mike Rowley 

Status: Specific resolution text and scope required 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-28 

Specifying JNDI context URI 

Raiser: Piotr Przybylski 

Status: No current proposal 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-29 

Properties on Bindings 

Raiser: Piotr Przybylski 

Status: No current proposal 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-33 

Correlation property names are odd, and the space of options is not extensible. 

Raiser: Eric Johnson 

Status: Proposed resolution in issue
Ashok: Start with http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-28
anish: Note on my previous proposal: don't call it 'the' message for callbacks. Rather 'any' message
Ashok: Eric:  If vendors want to do advanced things with multiple JNDI bindings they are free to do so
Simon Holdsworth1: Bindings-28 could be resolved by adding the jndiURL and initialContextFactory attributes as currently in the JMS binding spec
Simon Holdsworth1: to the binding.jca element
Ashok: Eric moves to resolve issue 28 with above wording
Eric Johnson: Move to amend the above motion, changing "could be resolved" to "resolved".
Ashok: Seconded by MikeE
Ashok: No objections.  Approved unanimously
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-29 

Properties on Bindings
Ashok: Simon N:  There is no proposal
Ashok: I an not in favor of adding this to binding.ws becuase I do not see a usecase
Ashok: Piotr explains motivation
Ashok: Eric:  Why not use XLink for inclusion?
Ashok: Simon H:  Decided to defer issue 29 until Policy 15 (External Attachment) is resolved.
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-27 

Identifying data binding and operation selection
Ashok: MikeE:  Shd be possible to add any data binding you like
Simon Holdsworth1: Resolve issue 27 by stating that all binding elements must support a databinding child element defined via substitution group, named <databinding.x>, the default jms data binding represented by a specific instance of this, and that other data bindings should be included in the specs via separate issues.
Simon Holdsworth1: Standard databindings may apply to one or more bindings.
Ashok: MikeE:  Need a detailed proposal
Ashok: ACTION:  MikeE to produce a wording proposal to resolve issue 27 along the lines above.
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-33 

Correlation property names are odd, and the space of options is not extensible.
Ashok: 2 problems -- correlation names and what does 'none' mean?
Ashok: Line 147 of JMS spec
Ashok: Schema is on line 640
Ashok: Eric moves to adopt proposed resolution in JiRA
Ashok: MikeE seconds
Ashok: approved unanimously
Ashok: Agenda is finished
Ashok: AOB
Ashok: Next f2f mtg in Cardiff week on Nov 11
Ashok: Simon H cannot make it that week
Ashok: ACTION to Simon H to chat with chair of Java TC to figure out f2f options
Ashok: Meeting adjourned
