Proposed solution for Issue 79 : Normalising the message set

This solution is presented as outline/editing instructions, since the application of the solution is a lot of keyboard work.

Split the message set as suggested, but use simple (unqualified) names for each message – renaming the message as used for one relationship.

Suggested renaming:

	Current name
	Name in outcome rel.
	Name in control rel.

	CONTEXT
	[1]
	

	CONTEXT_REPLY
	[1]
	

	BEGIN
	
	[2]

	BEGUN
	
	[2]

	ENROL
	ENROL
	

	ENROLLED
	ENROLLED
	

	RESIGN
	RESIGN
	

	RESIGNED
	RESIGNED
	

	PREPARE
	PREPARE
	REQUEST_PREPARE

	PREPARED
	PREPARED
	

	CONFIRM
	CONFIRM
	

	CONFIRMED
	CONFIRMED
	CONFIRM_COMPLETE

	CANCEL
	CANCEL
	REQUEST_CANCEL

	CANCELLED
	CANCELLED
	CANCEL_COMPLETE

	CONFIRM_ONE_PHASE
	
	CONFIRM_ONE_PHASE

	HAZARD
	HAZARD
	

	CONTRADICTION
	CONTRADICTION
	

	SUPERIOR_STATE
	SUPERIOR_STATE
	

	INFERIOR_STATE
	INFERIOR_STATE
	

	REQUEST_CONFIRM
	
	REQUEST_CONFIRM

	REQUEST_STATUSES
	
	REQUEST_STATUSES

	INFERIOR_STATUSES
	
	INFERIOR_STATUSES

	REQUEST_STATUS
	CHECK_STATUS
	REQUEST_STATUS

	STATUS
	STATUS
	DECIDER_STATUS

	REDIRECT
	REDIRECT
	[3]

	FAULT
	[1]
	


Notes:

[1] – CONTEXT, CONTEXT_REPLY and FAULT are in a basic group, variously used between several roles, rather than simply on the outcome or control relationships

[2] – BEGIN , BEGUN are used between Initiator and Factory

[3] – Control relationship is volatile – is redirection possible from a Decider ?

Editing instructions:

Split abstract msg section into basic, outcome and control message groups

Rename the messages as above. Separate out the parameters and paragraphs explaining the different parts where one old message becomes a pair of new ones.

