Simon Holdsworth: Audio conference: 

Meeting Number: * 913929 * (press * before and after the digits) 

Phone numbers: 

Austria = Vienna 026822056419 

Belgium = Brussels 022901709 

China Toll Free = China North 108007121722, China South 108001201722 

Denmark = Copenhagen 32714982 

France = Paris 0170994364, Lyon 0426840196, Marseilles 0488915310 

Germany = Berlin 030726167296, Frankfurt 069710445413, Hamburg 040809020620, Munich 089244432767, Stuttgart 0711490813212, Dusseldorf 021154073845 

India Toll Free = 0008001006703 

Ireland = Dublin 014367612 

Italy = Milan 0230413007, Rome 06452108288, Turin 01121792100 

Japan = Tokyo 0357675037 

Netherlands = Amsterdam 0207965349 

Portugal = Lisbon 211200415 

Russia Toll Free = 81080022074011 

Spain = Barcelona: 934923140, Madrid: 917889793 

Sweden = Stockholm 0850520404 

Switzerland = Geneva 0225927186 

UK Toll Free = 08003581667 

UK Toll = London 02071542988, Manchester 01612500379, Birmingham 01212604587 

USA Toll Free = 18665289390 

USA Toll = 19543344789
Simon Holdsworth: Agenda 1. Opening 

Introductions 

Roll call (LOA: Martin Chapman) 

Scribe assignment 

Top 10 on the scribe list: 

Nimish Hathalia TIBCO Software Inc. 

Plamen Pavlov SAP AG 

Khanderao Kand Oracle Corporation 

Martin Chapman Oracle Corporation 

Simon Nash Individual 

Laurent Domenech TIBCO Software Inc. 

Anish Karmarkar Oracle Corporation 

Ashok Malhotra Oracle Corporation 

David Booz IBM 

Tom Rutt Fujitsu Limited 

Agenda bashing 

Meeting timing: 45 minute break at 08:30. Discussion of specific issue resolutions limited to 30 mins on each day 

2. Actions 

20080717-6 [Vladimir Savchenko] Send out a proposal for how WSDL bindings and portTypes relate to each other. Target: 14th August 

20090108-1 [Editors] Produce cd02 with all resolved issues incorporated by January 29th 

20090211-1 [Anish Karmarkar] Raise assembly issue for portType compatibility 

20090211-2 [Anish Karmarkar] Produce updated proposal for BINDINGS-2 

20090211-3 [Anish Karmarkar] Submit proposal for policy declaration of callback usage 

20090211-4 [General] Write up HTTP binding use cases 

3. New Issues 

Please note, as per resolution on 9th October 2008, new issues received on the mailing list after Noon GMT 1st November can only be opened using the same voting 

rules as re-opening a closed issue (2/3 majority of a full TC vote) 

No new issues 

4. Committee draft 2 for specs 

Are we ready to accept latest drafts? 

5. Open Issue Discussion 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-65 

Remove references to SCA conversations from binding.jms 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner: Simon Holdsworth 

Status: Proposal in email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00055.html 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-67 

JMS URI vs. binding attributes/elements 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner: Simon Holdsworth 

Status: Proposed resolution in email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00080.html 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-23 

@wsdlElement definition needs clarification on "equivalent" and use of WSDL 2.0 constructs 

Raiser: Eric Johnson, owner: Simon Nash 

Status: Specific resolution text required 

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

How should SCA callback semantics be carried over Web Services? 

Raiser: Simon Nash, owner: Anish Karmarkar 

Status: Proposed resolution: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00072.html 

Policy assertion proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00073.html 

Latest email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00078.html 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-25 

Is it required that every implementation of binding.ws support the soap intent? 

Raiser: Anish Karmarkar, owner: Anish Karmarkar 

Status: Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00049.html 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-54 

Endpoint URI algorithm is unclear 

Raiser: Eric Johnson, owner: Eric Johnson 

Status: Latest email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00046.html 

Open issues with identified resolution owner: 

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

Bindings JCA specification should provide exemplary Implementation for Callbacks 

Raiser: Mike Edwards, owner: Piotr Przybylski 

Status: No proposed resolution 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-39 

JMS callback specification does not cater for callbacks using other bindings 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner Simon Holdsworth 

Status: Complete resolution proposal required 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-43 

Update binding.ws spec for wireFormat/operationSelection elements 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner: Anish Karmarkar 

Status: Specific resolution text required. 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-45 

Update binding.jca spec for wireFormat/operationSelection elements 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner: Piotr Przybylski 

Status: Specific resolution text required. 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-48 

How are mayProvide intents on bindings satisfied 

Raiser: Ashok Malhotra, owner: Simon Holdsworth 

Status: No current proposal; latest email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200810/msg00041.html 

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/BINDINGS-60 

JMS Default wire format insufficient to cover real world usage 

Raiser: Simon Holdsworth, owner: Simon Holdsworth 

Status: No proposal 

6. AOB 

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

*Revolving list of scribes* 

Nimish Hathalia TIBCO Software Inc. 

Plamen Pavlov SAP AG 

Khanderao Kand Oracle Corporation 

Martin Chapman Oracle Corporation 

Simon Nash Individual 

Laurent Domenech TIBCO Software Inc. 

Anish Karmarkar Oracle Corporation 

Ashok Malhotra Oracle Corporation 

David Booz IBM 

Tom Rutt Fujitsu Limited 

Bryan Aupperle IBM 

Piotr Przybylski IBM 

Eric Johnson TIBCO Software Inc.
Dave Booz says ah, the last day of 3 weeks of F2F meetings
Simon Nash: ahh, joy!
Simon Nash: scribe: Simon N
Bryan Aupperle: I will have to drop in 1 hour to run the C-C++ TC call.
Mike Edwards: Editorials: just go fix them
Mike Edwards: only raise issues where there is some normative change implied
Simon Nash: talking about the CDs
Simon Nash: editorial action: add policySets to all 3 specs in pseudo-schema and bulleted description
Simon Nash: in JMA spec, binding.jms/resourceAdapter has missing [] around [JCA15]
Simon Nash: s/JMA/JMS/
anish it will be interesting to see how long it'll take OASIS staff to publish CD02
Mike Edwards: These aren't the final final versions and we still get to fix any problems
Simon Nash: motion Dave, second Simon: accept the changes (including 2 in chat room) as CD02
Simon Nash: motion passes w/o
Simon Nash: next topic: BINDINGS-65
Mike Edwards: +1
Simon Nash: motion Dave, second Anish: resolve BINDINGS-65 with changes in agenda email
Simon Nash: motion passes w/o
Simon Nash: next topic: BINDINGS-67
Simon Nash: motion Dave, second Piotr: accept changes in agenda email as resolution to BINDINGS-67
Simon Nash: motion passes w/o
Simon Nash: next topic: BINDINGS-23
Simon Holdsworth: Bindings-23 resolution email: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-bindings/200902/msg00064.html
anish: i think this need to be fixed in assembly and we should just refer to the terms "compatible superset" and "compatible subset" in the bindings spec
Mike Edwards: It might be better to explicitly use terms "superset" and "subset" with pointers to their meanings in Assembly
Mike Edwards: and if Assembly does not say enough yet, then we go and fix Assembly
anish: +1
anish: mike, i had send a proposal along those lines to simonN
anish: assembly does use the terms "compatible superset" and "compatible subset"
Mike Edwards: The Assembly Test Assertions already have 3 test assertions for interfaces - "equivalent" "superset" "subset"
Simon Nash: Eric: would like an exact pointer to assembly spec section
Simon Nash: Eric: would like to see this in context within the spec
Simon Nash: Eric: this needs to address the portType / binding part of the issue (Anish to raise in Assembly)
Simon Nash: Mike: the terms are already defined in assembly
Simon Nash: Simon: where?  I don't see a definition
anish: we could resolve it here with the following in binding and then go fix the assembly spec:
anish: 1) for #wsdl.service(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible superset of the SCA reference available to the SCA reference.

If it is an SCA service, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible subsets of the SCA reference available to the SCA reference.

2) for #wsdl.port(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the portType associated with the port MUST be a compatible superset of the SCA reference interface.

If it is an SCA service, the portType associated with the port MUST be a compatible subset of the SCA service interface.

3) for #wsdl.binding(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the portType of the associated with the WSDL binding MUST be a compatible superset of the SCA reference interface.

If it is an SCA service, the portType of the associated with the WSDL binding MUST be a compatible subset of the SCA service interface.
anish: + add a reference to assembly spec for the definition of the terms 'compatible superset' and 'compatible subset'
anish: one type above: under #wsdl.service(...) the last two words should be 'SCA service' and not 'SCA reference'
anish: with typo fixed:
anish: 1) for #wsdl.service(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible superset of the SCA reference available to the SCA reference.

If it is an SCA service, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible subsets of the SCA reference available to the SCA service.

2) for #wsdl.port(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the portType associated with the port MUST be a compatible superset of the SCA reference interface.

If it is an SCA service, the portType associated with the port MUST be a compatible subset of the SCA service interface.

3) for #wsdl.binding(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the portType of the associated with the WSDL binding MUST be a compatible superset of the SCA reference interface.

If it is an SCA service, the portType of the associated with the WSDL binding MUST be a compatible subset of the SCA service interface.
Simon Nash: If it is an SCA reference, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible superset of the SCA reference available to the SCA reference.

If it is an SCA service, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible subsets of the SCA service available to the SCA service.
anish: with both typos pointed by simonN fixed + added a [ref] which would point to the appropriate assembly section:
anish: 1) for #wsdl.service(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible superset [ref] of the SCA reference available to the SCA reference.

If it is an SCA service, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible subsets [ref] of the SCA service available to the SCA service.

2) for #wsdl.port(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the portType associated with the port MUST be a compatible superset of the SCA reference interface.

If it is an SCA service, the portType associated with the port MUST be a compatible subset of the SCA service interface.

3) for #wsdl.binding(...):

If it is an SCA reference, the portType of the associated with the WSDL binding MUST be a compatible superset of the SCA reference interface.

If it is an SCA service, the portType of the associated with the WSDL binding MUST be a compatible subset of the SCA service interface.
Simon Nash: motion Anish, second Simon: accept words in chat room as direction to resolve BINDINGS-23, and open
Simon Nash: issue is assembly to create the definitions for the two terms
Simon Nash: s/is/in
Simon Nash: motion passes w/o
Simon Nash: note: there needs to be some work to remove the "equivalent" term from these places
Simon Nash: Eric: before final resolution, the text needs to be inlined in the document
Simon Nash: next topic: BINDINGS-2
Simon Nash: discussion around the "Note"
Simon Nash: should we say SHOULD?
Simon Nash: should we say SHOULD for Make-Connection?
Simon Nash: Mike: proposes removing the Make-Connection note from here, and creating a separate section (as a MAY) explaining callbacks with MakeConnection
Simon Nash: Anish: words are fine as they are... MakeConnection does not contradict anything in this section
Simon Nash: Anish: we could create a different section... perhaps that's not a bad idea
Simon Nash: Simon: agree with different section, and using MAY in both places is good... it's clearer and puts both approaches on an exactly equal footing
Simon Nash: meeting recessed until 9.15 am Pacific Time
Mike Edwards: are we back yet?
Dave Booz wow line is bad
Eric Johnson: I'm unable to dial in at the moment - so you can't blame me!
Eric Johnson: You don't suppose the phone companies involved use IBM, Oracle or TIBCO Software, do they?
Simon Nash: no chance [image: image1.png]



Eric Johnson: I'm still unable to dial in.
anish eric, did u try both the toll-free and the toll number
Dave Booz i'm on now
Simon Nash: Simon: do we need the other section about MakeConnection?
Simon Nash: that was SimonH
Simon Nash: Simon: we do, otherwise this seems incompatible with the nolistener intent
Eric Johnson: I'm now in on the toll number.
Simon Nash: Anish: we should add an example as well that shows MakeConnection
Simon Nash: Hi Eric, it seems you can pay extra and not get the echo
Eric Johnson: (Unrelated, calling on a different phone.)
Mike Edwards: First set of statements
Mike Edwards: 1) Every request message that invokes the forward interface MUST contain a Callback EPR.  The Callback EPR MUST be carried in the request message in one of the following ways:

3)The request message contains the wsa:From SOAP header block then the wsa:From header block specifies the Callback EPR. 

4)The wsa:From header block is not present then the [reply endpoint] message addressing property specifies the Callback EPR. 

The Callback EPR's [address] value MUST follow the form of the MakeConnection Anonymous URI, i.e. "http://docs.oasis-open.org/ws-rx/wsmc/200702/anonymous?id={unique-String}".
The unique-String value MUST be a globally unique value such as a UUID.
Simon Nash: discussion about whether MakeConnection handles the case of a service method that makes a synchronous callback to the client as part of its processing
Simon Nash: any restrictions in this area need to be explained in the section describing MakeConnection
Simon Nash: action Anish: produce v9 update incorporating the above
Simon Nash: next subtopic: the WS-Policy assertion
anish: pseudo schema:
anish: <sca:CallbackAssertion [wsp[image: image2.png]


ptional="true"]? ... >

  ... 

</sca:CallbackAssertion>
anish: policy subject: Endpoint Policy Subject
anish: wsdl 1.1 attachment points: wsdl11[image: image3.png]


ort and wsdl11:binding
Simon Nash: Mike: the Assertion should not be plain CallbackAssertion
Simon Nash: discussion about whether CallbackAssertion_WSA is suitable
Simon Nash: Anish thinks not, because all similar protocols are likely to use WSA
Simon Nash: Simon: the relationship type uses ...binding/ws/callback/...
Simon Nash: so if we want a more specifically qualified name for this, it should go in both the assertion and the relationship
Mike Edwards: I just sent a first stab at V9 to the list
Simon Nash: action Anish: send out the full v9 with the assertion merged in
Simon Nash: next topic: BINDINGS-25
Simon Holdsworth: Anish' statement from yesterday:
Simon Holdsworth: anish: revised proposal -- MUST for: SOAP.1_1, @wsdlElement, @wsdlLocation, {http://schemas.xmlsoap.org/wsdl/soap/}binding with transport="http://schemas.xmlsoap.org/soap/http"; SHOULD for: SOAP.1_2, {http://schemas.xmlsoap.org/wsdl/soap12/}binding with transport="http://schemas.xmlsoap.org/soap/http", sca:EndpointReference
Simon Nash: Simon N requests that we do issue 54 first
Simon Nash: next topic: BINDINGS-54
Simon Nash: discussion about references... the reference could point to a WSDL service, in which case a compatible port is selected
anish: here is what the direction said:
anish: If it is an SCA reference, the SCA runtime MUST make all the ports in the WSDL Service that have portTypes which are compatible superset of the SCA reference available to the SCA reference.
Dave Booz: For a binding of a reference the URI attribute defines the target URI of the

2722 reference. This MUST be either the componentName/serviceName for a wire to an

2723 endpoint within the SCA domain, or the accessible address of some service

2724 endpoint either inside or outside the SCA domain (where the addressing scheme is

2725 defined by the type of the binding). [ASM90001]
Mike Edwards: I think that it is up to binding.ws to declare what the valid form of a @uri attribute is on a reference
anish: i think we need to fix the assembly spec to say that in case of reference it must be an absolute URI
anish: it = @uri attribute on the <binding> element
Simon Nash: Mike: the relative URI is legal to allow some multi-wiring cases where some wires point outside the domain and others point inside
anish: i would use the <wire> element in that particular case
Dave Booz: +1 to allow only absolute URIs for binding.ws
Eric Johnson: +1
Dave Booz: on a reference
Eric Johnson: (yes)
Simon Nash: on binding.ws, we would restrict references to using an absolute URI
Simon Nash: discussion about SHOULD... Simon N suggests the ordering of the steps is a MUST
Simon Nash: Mike: if uri is present, you can't have any other means to specify and endpoint
Simon Nash: s/and/an/
anish only spec-heads would say something like this [image: image4.png]



Dave Booz Anish, you haven't worked with Simon N long enough
Simon Nash: lots of discussion about mixing uri with wsdl.service or wsd.port
Simon Nash: consensus that neither should be allowed
anish i have never claimed that i've not turned into a spec-head
anish have inserted plenty of weasel-words for the sake of compromise
Simon Nash: discussion about whether absolute URI should be allowed in uri attribute
Simon Nash: and whether this is useful in other places like ports/ services
Simon Nash: question is whether the @uri= endpoint address should be treated differently than these other cases
Simon Nash: Eric: maybe we say nothaing at all about absolute URIs
Simon Nash: Eric: maybe we say nothaing at all about absolute URIs
Simon Nash: only talk about what relative URIs mean in all the places
Simon Nash: and leave absolute URIs open for implementations to do what they please
Dave Booz: i have some sympathy with Eric's position
Simon Nash: action Eric: produce next rev of proposal for BINDINGS-54
Simon Nash: action Eric: produce next rev of proposal for BINDINGS-54
anish close to the end of the long virtual f2f
Simon Holdsworth Simon could you copy this text into a note to the mailing list please?
Bryan Aupperle: And SDO has one of these next week.
Simon Nash: ok, will do
Dave Booz: i'll be happy to skip that one
Simon Nash: meeting is adjourned
