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 from 23rd February 2009

http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/31376/SCA%20Java%20Minutes%202009-02-23.doc
0. Administration 

- Issue Status: Open: 30

1. Review action items:

Action Items that I believe are done:

2009-02-16-03: Editors to make an editorial change when applying resolution of issue 117 (in section 8.3) to make a comment about the case difference in "someProperty/SomeProperty"

2009-03-23-04: Simon to update proposal for JAVA-102

2009-02-19-01: Mark to update JAVA-1 proposal based on today's discussion on Class loaders, properties and look at reference injection.

Action Items that I believe are still to be done:

2008-07-15-02: Dave to produce a proposal for JAVA-2

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

2009-02-13-01: Mike to upload artifacts for JAVA-121 into OASIS Open SVN

2009-02-13-02: Chairs to look at how the files for JAVA-121 should be licensed

2009-02-16-01: Mike to fix the usage of "class loader" through out the spec

2009-02-19-02: Mark to update proposal for JAVA-65 to remove @PostInit and @PreDestroy.

2009-02-23-01: Anish to write proposal for JAVA-119

2009-02-23-02: Mike to provide proposal for JAVA-54

2009-03-23-03: Editors to make sure org.osoa replaced with org.oasisopen

2009-02-23-05: Simon to try and create alternate example for JAVA-129

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

2. Blocking issues

a. JAVA-104: RFC2119 Language is needed for CAA Specification

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-104
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00201.html
The other 2 blocking issues are waiting for updated proposals.

3. Critical Issue discussion

All 2 critical issues are waiting for updated proposals.

4. New Issues

a. JAVA-136: Remove the use of componentType side files from the Java C&I specification

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-136
Proposal in Jira

b. JAVA-137: Java C&I Constructor Examples are incorrect

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-137
Proposal in Jira

5. Other Open Issues discussion

a. JAVA-17: SCA Java Specifications do not Adequately Define the ComponentType of a Java implementation

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-17
proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00180.html
b. JAVA-132: Specification should require JDK 1.5 or above

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-132
Proposal in Jira

c. JAVA-13: ComponentContext.getProperty(...) ill defined

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-13
proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00179.html
d. JAVA-74: Clarify meaning of "should implement"

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-74
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00186.html
e. JAVA-97: no ability to attach different intents /PolicySets to different services

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-97
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00187.html
f. JAVA-98: Can annotations be inherited

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-98
Outline Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00187.html
g. JAVA-77: A remotable service SHOULD be translatable into a generally accepted standard for a service, such as WSDL 1.1 or WSDL 2.0

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-77
Updated proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00166.html
h. JAVA-133: Unannotated properties and references

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-133
Proposal: In Jira

i. JAVA-135: Problems with definition of @Service annotation

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-135
Proposal: In Jira

j. JAVA-102 - Need to have a Name parameter on the @Service annotation

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-102
Updated proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00222.html
6. Blocking issues waiting for updates/proposals

a. JAVA-105: RFC2119 Language is needed for C&I Specification

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-105
No proposal

b. JAVA-119: JAA Conformance Section

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-119
Updated proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00021.html
Alternative proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00049.html
Waiting for email discussion and new proposal

7. Critical issues waiting for updates/proposals

a. JAVA-54: Section 7.1 of the Java CAA Specification is unclear

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-54
No proposal

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

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-1
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00094.html
Comparison of approaches: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00161.html
Waiting updated Code proposal

8. AOB

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

Rotating scribe list:

Peter Walker Sun Microsystems (1)

Roberto Chinnici Sun Microsystems (2)

Peter Peshev SAP AG (2)

Ron Barack SAP AG (3)

Michael Beisiegel IBM (3)

Sanjay Patil SAP AG (3)

Vladimir Savchenko SAP AG (1)

Jim Marino Individual (4)

Pradeep Simha TIBCO Software Inc. (5)

Vamsavardhana Chillakuru IBM (3)

Plamen Pavlov SAP AG (2)

Simon Nash Individual (4)

Graham Charters IBM (1)

Martin Chapman Oracle Corporation (6) 

Yang Lei (4)

Mike Edwards IBM (7)

Meeraj Kunnumpurath Individual (3)

Anish Karmarkar Oracle Corporation (8 )

Bryan Aupperle IBM (7)

Ashok Malhotra Oracle Corporation (7)
anonymous morphed into anish
Simon Nash: scribe: Simon
anish i think i make it quorate only on fridays, when I'm delayed by about 5 minutes
Simon Nash: no comments on agenda
Simon Nash: minutes of Feb 23 meeting approved
Simon Nash: Issue JAVA-104
anish i have to say the i'm not a fan of the yellow highlighting. it impedes readability. And if the doc is change marked it gets worse
Simon Nash: Brian: do we need a normative statement here that all impls must implement the API?
Simon Nash: answer: no, this is up to C&Is to decide
Mike Edwards: I think I did well to avoid touching on those things  [image: image1.png]



Simon Nash: Brian: do we need to require acceptance of all documents that conform to the schema?
Simon Nash: i.e., SCDL documents
Simon Nash: there should be a statement that an impl that uses interface.java MUST conform to Appendix A
Bryan Aupperle: +1 on the yellow color and readability
Vamsi: http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/sca-j/email/archives/200902/msg00204.html
Simon Nash: Simon: lines 151 through 153 should have conformance target of the SCA runtime
Simon Nash: Simon: line 1030 should say ServiceReference
Simon Nash: Vamsi: on line 1841, doesn't say what exception should be thrown
Simon Nash: should be ServiceUnavailableException
Simon Nash: Mike will produce an update after remaining comments are submitted by email
Simon Nash: issue JAVA-136
Simon Nash: motion Mike, second Brian: close no action
Simon Nash: motion passes w/o
Simon Nash: JAVA-136 is closed
Simon Nash: next new issue: JAVA-137
Simon Nash: motion Mike, second Dave: open JAVA-137
Simon Nash: Simon: overlaps with JAVA-39
Simon Nash: motion accepted w/o
Simon Nash: next issue: JAVA-17
anish: the usecase for allowing property to be a service method seems strange
Simon Nash: motion Simon, second Brian: close JAVA-17 as having been resolved by JAVA-55
Simon Nash: motion passes w/o
Simon Nash: next issue: JAVA-132
Simon Nash: Anish: what is the conformance target or the MUST?
Simon Nash: s/or/of/
Mike Edwards: One possibility is to strike any mention of JDK levels from this spec and leave it to the C&I specs to define
Mike Edwards: JEE already demands EJB 3.0 which implies use of J2SE 5.0 or later
Mark Combellack: Mike - do you mean striking the second and third sentences or the whole paragraph?
Dave Booz lowered your hand
Mike Edwards: Whole paragraph is my vote
anish: mikeE, thinking more, i think u r right, we should just leave this to C&I
Dave Booz +1 to strike the words entirely
anish +1 as well
Simon Nash: discussion about whether the C&I spec could select a subset that doesn't use 1.5 stuff
Simon Nash: motion Mark, second Mike: remove entire paragraph indentified in the issue
Simon Nash: s/indentified/identified
Simon Nash: JAVA-132 is resolved
anish: was the motion to resolve? if so we should note it
Martin C strangler roll would be more fun
anish lol
Simon Nash: done
Simon Nash: motion was to resolve JAVA-132. motion passed w/o and the issue is resolved.
Simon Nash: meeting adjourned
