WEDNESDAY Jan 17 9am  5pm GMT

1. Re-review updated working drafts:


WS-C  Ram


WS-AT  Andy


WS-BA  Tom

Note: The minute-taker concentrated on capturing the items which were discussed or changed during the discussion.  Not every change to the documents is noted in the minutes.

Ram: Reviewing WS-C updates in working draft 11, posted this morning.

Page 1:

Tom: Need to change “this spec” to “the WS-C specification” as agreed yesterday.

Ram: agreed.

Page 2: updated copyright to 2007

Page 3, 4: white space deleted

5: line 40 – added ref to XML spec.

Line 67 – XML ref removed since it was inserted at line 40

Page 6: deleted line about 94; line 97 new subsection added – 1.5.1 Prefix namespace
Ian: there is no equivalent to lines 96 and 98 in the other two specs.  It should be deleted, or a similar line in the others.

Andy: not needed, since it is in the table.

Ian: Should we add line 97 to the other two specs? “The following namespaces are used in this document:”

Agreement to do this.

Ram: Section 1.6 modified as we agreed yesterday. 
Ram: Section 1.8 now has the RDDL reference.

Andy: Inconsistent in some references, some are specific versions and some are to a “latest and greatest” link.

Ian: could use www.rddl.org.  However, it would not be of much value to make the change specifically for RDDL.

Andy: There are inconsistencies even within the specs.  SOAP 1.2 goes to the latest, for instance.

Andy: I will make the RDDL reference in WS-AT match the one used by Ram.

Ian: extra space in reference (removed)
Ram: other white space deleted – several places, at end of sentences where there are two spaces after a period.

Ram: Those are all the changes.  What is the next step to produce a Committee spec?

Ian, Eric: We need to produce another working draft (12) from these two changes we just approved, with all the change bars from draft 11 removed, and only the latest two changes marked.

Andy: I have just mailed the updated WS-AT draft. 

Andy: Reviewing changes.
Tom: Line 3 – change “the spec” to “this spec.”

Andy: okay

Andy: changed dates to 2007

Andy: Several changes to usage and capitalization of WS-AtomicTransaction, Atomic Transaction, etc., as agreed yesterday.

Andy: Changes to the namespace section as agreed yesterday.

Also added the text we discussed during the review of WS-C this morning.

Andy: Changes to the references as decided yesterday.

Tom: WS-C and WS-BA use slightly different formatting for the Normative References section.

Andy: I noted that, but was concerned about the results of changing the format.  I will have another go at it later today.  I’m concerned about breaking the hyperlinks if I bring in the reference section from one of the other specs.

Eric: It’s not worth a lot of effort, if it proves to be difficult.

Andy: Changes in Section 4 – AT Policy Assertion, inserting the article “an” as decided yesterday.
Andy: fixed links

Page 15: Used “Atomic Transaction faults” rather than “WS-AT faults.”

Line 493: adjusted usage in a similar way.
Ian: Prefer “used in WS-AtomicTransaction protocols” and return to “WS-AtomicTransaction namespace.”

Andy: that is all the changes.

Ram: MS-Word 2007 shows some artifacts at the page breaks.

Tom: Reviewing WS-BA working draft 14.

Tom: Removed space in title, updated footer, etc.  Updated editor list.

Deleted “any or all of”.

No questions on abstract.

Tom: changes in Introduction, as discussed yesterday.  It should harmonize with WS-AT.  Changed “that” to “which.”

Ian: Line 55 – needs upper case A to begin the sentence.

Tom: agree

Ram: Need to delete bracket on line 87.

Tom: agree

Tom: I will remove double spaces .
Line 85 – Tom: Do we need to change descriptions to description?

Ian: no, it fits there.

Ram: 101 – is that a link to section 1.4?

Ian: in Coordination, there is a link.

Ram: 113 – Jonathan is misspelled.

Tom: okay

Tom: Section 2 – title Business Activity Context

Several changes to the usage of WS-BusinessActivity, Business Activity, etc., as agreed yesterday.

Ian: This may need a little adjustment.  Can we strike the sentence at line 163?

Tom: Maybe change it to “Business Activity application messages that propagate a coordination context MUST use a Business Activity coordination context.”
Ian: This should be done in the AT spec as well.

Andy: What if I am using an AT context as well?

Ian: It is not mutually exclusive.  You can propagate both.

Tom: I will paste it in the chat room.

 [11:56] Tom Freund: The Business Activity coordination context is a CoordinationContext type with a coordination type defined in this specification. Business Activity application messages that propagate a coordination context MUST use a Business Activity coordination context. If these application messages use a SOAP binding, the Business Activity coordination context MUST flow as a SOAP header in the message.
[11:57] Tom Freund: lines 162-165
Tom: Move to accept this text.

Mark, Bob: Second

No objection; accepted.
Tom: Other changes in Section 2 as discussed yesterday.  

Section 3, 3.2 – changed to harmonize with WS-AT.

Ram: Line 208 – add the figure number

Tom: okay

Tom: line 273 – deleted part of phrase concerning protocol instance

Ram: Line 303 – wsba:Closing ?  Is that a valid state?

Andy: Yes, it’s the state you go into when you receive Closed.

Ian: Line 322 should refer to Section 3.2 instead of 3.1.

Tom: okay, I will also make it a hyperlink.  Also line 339, same thing.

Tom: Section 4 – changed to align with our agreed usage of “Web service.”

Replace transaction with activity.

Andy: The title of Section 4 should simply be Policy Assertions, not WS-BA Policy Assertions.

Tom: okay.

Section 6 – removed blank in “Not Completed.”

Ram: Line 510, should wsba be in quotes? 

Tom, Andy: No.

Tom: State tables – harmonized with AT.

For each entry which had a blank, I added “Forget”.  

Lunch break, reconvene at 2:00.

2. Review remaining time-line:

Jan 25: Request CS approval ballot for 3 specs and simultaneous OS submission ballot.

Feb 1. Begin committee spec approval ballot for C/AT/BA

Feb 1: Simultaneous ballot to submit C/AT/BA committee specs to OASIS for OASIS standard ballot.

Feb 8. Complete above ballots.

Feb 12: Submit all supporting OS material to OASIS. (MUST be done by Feb 15 at latest).

Mar 1: OASIS to inform membership of forthcoming ballot

Mat 16: Membership ballot starts.

Mar 28: Voting period ends. All being well, we have an OASIS standard.

Eric: If we can get things submitted by the 25th, we can meet this schedule, otherwise it will slip a month.

3. Working session to produce OS submission material

See http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/process.php#3.4
4. Discuss what running in maintenance mode should mean to the TC.

ACTION: Chairs to investigate timing and process of transition to maintenance mode or process for publishing errata after approval of the specifications as OASIS standards.  
Ian: Suggest a meeting scheduled for about 5 or 6 months from now, to deal with questions of TC continuance.

Bob: A meeting can be as minimal as a roll call, to qualify as a meeting.  

Bob: Motion to consider removal of spaces as not being errata items.

Mark: Second.

NO objections.

5. The following motions will be proposed at 3pm GMT:

Proposed Motion #1: 

Does the TC resolve to:


approve new WS-C/AT/BA drafts as a committee drafts (CD)


hold a further ballot to approve the CDs as committee specifications (CS).

This ballot requires a full majority, although the subsequent CS approval ballot will require a special majority.

Vote: 16 in favor, unanimous

Proposed Motion #2: 

Does the TC resolve to hold a ballot, simultaneously with the CS approval ballot,  to submit  upon successful completion of the approval ballot -  the set of {WS-C, WS-AT and WS-BA} Committee Specifications to the membership of OASIS for consideration as an OASIS Standard (OS).

This ballot requires a full majority, although the subsequent OS submission ballot will require a special majority.

Vote: 16 in favor, unanimous

6. Close

Meeting adjourned at 3:43.
