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 18
611
7
Delivery channel describes both sending and receiving characteristics in the new spec

23
832
7.5.1
Tp:type should be the type intended to use for PartyIds of type DUNS. That is what we intend to show with the use of type attribute.

24
883
7.5.3
Collaboration Role talks about associating a Party with a specific role in the Business collaboration defined in Process Specification Document and has ebBPSS as reference. This reference should be removed to make sure alternate process specification schemas can be used

26
991
7.5.4
ActionContext element should be in the list of affected elements by alternate process specification schemas

25
951
7.5.3
Talks about significance between different Service Bindings. With the explicit enumeration of all the actions, why would there be a preference at all. Either it’s there or not?

27
1027
7.5.41
Is the name for ProcessSpecification element tied to any element in BPSS instance document?

30
1198
7.5.8
ServiceBinding example is missing the defaultSignalChannelAttribute

33, 34, 35

7.5.12.1, 7.5.13, 7.5.13.1, 7.5.14
Editorial: some of the element names like action, binaryCollaboration are not italicized as done in other sections

34
1355
7.5.12.1
Also mention NotificatiionOfFailure as Business Signals. Also wrong usage cause Exception and NOF don’t belong in Business Signals.

38
1534
7.5.19
Mentions the need for a one of more DeliveryChannels in a CPP. What if it’s a notification pattern where there is no response. In this case partner wouldn’t need a DeliveryChannel in the CPP. Do we have to consider this? In this case a ServiceBinding element is also not needed?

39
1606
7.5.20
Talks about syncReply attribute for BusinessProcessCharacteristics which is not valid any more. Should be removed

41
1671
7.5.20.2
Expicitly mention that these are business level acknowlegment to be sent if this attibute is set.

43
1746
7.5.21.1
Note mentions about Business level acknowledment not possible for response in sync reply mode. Same applies for MSH level ack

58
2451
7.7
Example has simplePart under Packaging where as it was moved one level up. Reference to SimplePart must also be removed in section 7.7.2

66
2784
8.6
Why not multiple PartyIds for each PartyInfo?

112
4926
Appendix F
Still refers to old schema for Transport Element. Has to be updated to reflect new schema






