Mark Combellack: - Roll Call

http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/membership.php?wg_abbrev=sca-j
- Appointment of scribe. List attached below

- Agenda bashing

- Approval of minutes for 30th March 2009

http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/31913/SCA%20Java%20Minutes%202009-03-30.doc
0. Administration 

- Issue Status: Open: 17

1. Review action items:

Action Items that I believe are done:

2009-02-23-06: Simon to write proposal for Java 131

Action Items that I believe are still to be done:

2008-11-11-22: Mark to draw up some wording for Direction 1 (as discussed at the November F2F) for JAVA-62

2008-11-11-23: Mark (and others prepared to help) to investigate the WorkManager JEE spec and determine its applicability to SCA for JAVA-62

2009-03-20-02: Simon to raise an issue about inconsistent normative statements with respect to XML/JAXB mapping in section 10

2. List A Issues - Must be resolved before Public Review

None

3. Blocked List A Issues - Must be resolved before Public Review waiting for updates/proposals

None

4. List B Issues - Nice to resolve before Public Review

a. JAVA-98: Can annotations be inherited

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-98
Original Outline Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00192.html
Alternative Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200903/msg00059.html
Summary email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200903/msg00211.html
Updated proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/msg00006.html
5. Blocked List B Issues - Nice to resolve before Public Review waiting for updates/proposals

None

6. New Issues (Requires 2/3s of Voting members to open)

a. JAVA-154: Incorrect use of ##any in Java Schemas

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-154
Proposal in Jira

b. JAVA-155: Inconsistent normative statements in Chapter 10

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-155
Proposal in Jira

7. List C "10 Minute" Issues

a. JAVA-144: Possible confusion over whether @Service can specify both a class and an interface

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-144
Proposal in Jira

b. JAVA-148: Java CAA missing full definition of annotations applying to Java Interfaces

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-148
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200903/msg00175.html 

c. JAVA-152: Java C&I should have had corresponding changes in JAVA-134

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-152
Proposal in Jira

d. JAVA-153: Java CI should have corresponding changes in JAVA-125

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-153
Proposal in Jira

e. JAVA-1: Accessing SCA Services from non-SCA component code

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-1
Discussion: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200903/msg00160.html
Updated Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200903/msg00227.html
Updated Proposal (PDF): http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/sca-j/download.php/31871/sca-javacaa-1.1-spec-cd02-rev3%20Issue1%20rev%204.pdf 

8. Other List C Issues

a. JAVA-139: Default value for SCA property is not supported for java implementations

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-139
Outline of proposal in Jira

b. JAVA-127: Long running request/response operations

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-127
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200812/msg00089.html
c. JAVA-143: Guidelines for dealing with cyclic references refers to an impossible situation

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-143
Proposal in Jira

d. JAVA-131: @Callback injection could be NULL (expanded to include refs, property and re-injection and callback

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-131
Proposed direction for resolution: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/msg00002.html
9. AOB

---------------------------------------------------------------

Rotating scribe list:

Ron Barack SAP AG (3)

Michael Beisiegel IBM (3)

Sanjay Patil SAP AG (3)

Jim Marino Individual (4)

Pradeep Simha TIBCO Software Inc. (5)

Vamsavardhana Chillakuru IBM (3)

Plamen Pavlov SAP AG (2)

Meeraj Kunnumpurath Individual (3)

Mike Edwards IBM (8 )

Simon Nash Individual (6)

Martin Chapman Oracle Corporation (8 ) 

Bryan Aupperle IBM (9)

Anish Karmarkar Oracle Corporation (10)

Ashok Malhotra Oracle Corporation (9)

Yang Lei (6)

Graham Charters IBM (2)
Mark Combellack: Dave cannot make the call today so it is planned for MikeE to start the call
Martin C: but who is going to start MikeE?
Mark Combellack: [image: image1.png]



Ashok that's your job Martin
Simon Nash: I am listening to music.. it it just me?
Mark Combellack: Nope - we all have the music
Bryan Aupperle: Mike just cam online...
Mark Combellack: I wonder if Mike is sat in his garden again
Martin C: who can name the tune?
Mark Combellack: It's just changed
Mark Combellack: (not that really helped!)
Ashok -- shall we call it quits for today?
jeff.mischkinsky: i've tried twice - still have lovely music
jeff.mischkinsky: its quite uplifting
Mark Combellack: Bryan - is Mike still inbound?
jeff.mischkinsky: or switch to another con number?
Bryan Aupperle: He is now off our internal network.
Bryan Aupperle: But I seem him in the chat room..
Mike Edwards: Hi
Mark Combellack: Welcome Mike [image: image2.png]



Mike Edwards: I'm actually on vacation but I notice that Dave sent me a note
Mike Edwards: saying that he could not make the call
Mike Edwards: Bryan - I'm sending you the moderator code
Bryan Aupperle: OK
Mark Combellack: Thanks Mike for doing that and I hope you are enjoying your holiday
Mike Edwards: I cant callin as my wife is on the phone
Mark Combellack: lol
Martin C: thats a new one[image: image3.png]



jeff.mischkinsky: better than my cat ate the phone wire
jeff.mischkinsky: which would be martin's lame excuse
Mike Edwards: I can hardly tell to get off because I want to call in to a work call when I'm having a day off
Mike Edwards: not if I want to avoid seeing the local hospital anyway
jeff.mischkinsky: =))
Martin C: depends if you want to stay married or not
Ashok -- Mike we have 2 lines for this reason
Mark Combellack: Call is now active
Mike Edwards: I could try the IP phone I suppose
jeff.mischkinsky: enjoy ur holiday
Martin C: mark just completely murdered your name jeff, worst pronunciation ive heard in ages
Simon Nash: scribe: Simon
jeff.mischkinsky: its right up there [image: image4.png]


 -- but i've heard worse
jeff.mischkinsky: the telemarketers often do a nice job
Simon Nash: minutes of previous call approved w/o
Simon Nash: action item 2009-03-20-02 is done
Simon Nash: First issue: JAVA-98
Mark Combellack: Updated proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/msg00006.html
Mark Combellack: Simon goes through his email
Mark Combellack: No comments on section A
Mark Combellack: Explains changes to section B to use hierarchy rules
Simon Nash: in section B: qualified intents override corresponding unqualified intents
Mark Combellack: nullify?
Simon Nash: lower level intents remove/nullify/replace ???
Bryan Aupperle: Text from policy...
Bryan Aupperle: The intents declared on elements higher in the structural hierarchy of a given element MUST be applied to the element EXCEPT

if any of the inherited intents is mutually exclusive with an intent applied on the element, then the inherited intent MUST be ignored

if the overall set of intents from the element itself and from its structural hierarchy contains both an unqualified version and a qualified version of the same intent, the qualified version of the intent MUST be used.
Simon Nash: Anish: the qualified intent is not overriding the unqualified intent, but satisfying the qualified will also satisfy the unqualified
Simon Nash: ahhh. ignored is the right word [image: image5.png]



Bryan Aupperle: This is [POL40005]
Bryan Aupperle: A qualifiable intent expressed lower in the hierarchy can be qualified further up the hierarchy, in which case the qualified version of the intent MUST apply to the higher level element. [POL40004]
Bryan Aupperle: Any two intents applied to a given element MUST NOT be mutually exclusive [POL40009].
Simon Nash: Simon: we should either exactly match the policy wording, or delegate the description to the
Simon Nash: of hierarchical merging to the policy spec
Simon Nash: reword B) to not repeat the policy rules
Simon Nash: same for A)
Mark Combellack: Simon reviews point C - Service interfaces
Mark Combellack: need to add words to end of step 1 like the words "looking only at interaction intents." from step 3
Mark Combellack: anish: talks about service interface singular. Component may have multiple service interfaces
Mark Combellack: Simon: Need to change first bit of C to "For a service interface"
Mark Combellack: Anish: What about "For each service interface"
Mark Combellack: Simon: Makes sense
Mark Combellack: Simon "For each service interface of an implementation
Mark Combellack: Simon: Moves onto references
Mark Combellack: Simon: Reference in point 2 means Java Reference
Mark Combellack: Simon: Will clarify
Mark Combellack: Simon: Moves onto section D
anish lost, where are we? D?
Ashok: @intentType attribute (0..1) defines whether the intent is an interaction intent or an implementation intent. A value of "interaction", which is the default value, indicates that the intent is an interaction intent. A value of "implementation" indicates that the intent is an implementation intent.
Mark Combellack: yes
Mark Combellack: At least I am in section D
Mark Combellack: Simon: Possible hole in the algorithm regarding implementation intents
Mark Combellack: Ashok: Transaction intents could go onto methods
Mark Combellack: Time warning: Close to time up
anish this is much more complex than i thought it would be [image: image6.png]



Ashok Yeah!
Mark Combellack: meeting adjourned
Simon Nash: Anish: impl methods should be required to have the same interaction intents as the interfaces that they implement... it's OK if they are more qualified than the interface
Simon Nash: this allows us to stay with the JSR 250 rule that annotations on an interface method aren't automatically applied to the impl method
Simon Nash: thanks for scribing, Mark... I will email the chat log
Simon Nash: action Simon: update his proposal for JAVA-98
anish various variables here are: is it a service or a reference, is it an interface or an implementation, is it qualified or unqualified, is it interaction or implementation intent? It is a method or a class/interface? The rules depend on answers to these questions
Simon Nash: yes, I though my one-page algorithm wan't too bad a shot at dealing with all of those [image: image7.png]



