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 for 27th April 2009

http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/32326/SCA%20Java%20Minutes%202009-04-27.doc
0. Administration 

- Issue Status: Open: 14

- Consider cancelling conference call on May 4th as Bank Holiday in the UK

1. Review action items:

Action Items that I believe are done:

2009-04-27-02: Dave to update C&I specification for review

2009-04-27-03: Mike to update CAA specification for review

2009-04-27-01: Simon to propose new wording for section 2.2 for JAVA-153

Action Items that I believe are still to be done:

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

2. Preparation for the SCA-J specifications public review

a. Review of latest versions of Java specifications

Latest CAA: http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/32324/sca-javacaa-1.1-spec-cd02-rev7.pdf
Latest C&I: http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/32340/sca-javaci-1.1-spec-wd10.doc
b. Are we ready to vote for Public Review?

3. New Issues (Requires 2/3s of Voting members to open)

a. JAVA-156: Intent annotations are missing from Java CAA as compared to Policy FW spec

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-156
No proposal

b. JAVA-157: Section 10.13 on @OneWay requires a normative statement

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-157
Proposal in Jira

Latest Discussions: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/threads.html#00138
c. JAVA-158: Missing Normative statement relating to getServiceReference() method

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-158
Proposal in Jira

d. JAVA-159: Missing Normative Statements relating to @Callback annotation used to annotate injection point for callback proxy

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-159
Proposal in Jira

Latest wording: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200905/msg00001.html
Older alternative wording: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/msg00162.html
4. List B Issues - Nice to resolve before Public Review

a. JAVA-153: Java CI should have corresponding changes in JAVA-125

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-153
Latest Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200905/msg00000.html
Pending updated wording (2009-04-27-01)

5. Blocked List B Issues - Nice to resolve before Public Review waiting for updates/proposals

None

6. List C "10 Minute" Issues

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

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-1
Latest discussions: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/msg00081.html
Updated Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200903/msg00227.html
Updated Proposal (PDF): http://www.oasis-open.org/apps/org/workgroup/sca-j/download.php/31871/sca-javacaa-1.1-spec-cd02-rev3%20Issue1%20rev%204.pdf 

7. Other List C Issues

a. JAVA-139: Default value for SCA property is not supported for java implementations

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-139
Outline of proposal in Jira

b. JAVA-127: Long running request/response operations

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-127
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200812/msg00089.html
c. JAVA-143: Guidelines for dealing with cyclic references refers to an impossible situation

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-143
Proposal in Jira

d. JAVA-131: @Callback injection could be NULL (expanded to include refs, property and re-injection and callback

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-131
Proposed direction for resolution: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200904/msg00002.html
8. AOB

a. Straggler roll call

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

Rotating scribe list:

Ron Barack SAP AG (3)

Michael Beisiegel IBM (3)

Sanjay Patil SAP AG (3)

Jim Marino Individual (4)

Pradeep Simha TIBCO Software Inc. (5)

Vamsavardhana Chillakuru IBM (3)

Plamen Pavlov SAP AG (2)

Meeraj Kunnumpurath Individual (3)

Yang Lei (6)

Graham Charters IBM (2)

Simon Nash Individual (7)

Bryan Aupperle IBM (10)

Mike Edwards IBM (9)

Anish Karmarkar Oracle Corporation (11)

Martin Chapman Oracle Corporation (9)

Ashok Malhotra Oracle Corporation (10)
Mike Edwards: you guys make me feel old !
Simon Nash: scribe: Simon
Simon Nash: no changes to agenda
Simon Nash: minutes approved w/o
Simon Nash: 14 open issues
Mike Edwards: Yes - it is our version of "May Day"
Mike Edwards: but we always move our holidays to a Monday
Mike Edwards: I will not be on the call on Monday
Bryan Aupperle: Anish, you are very faint.
Simon Nash: suggestion to do the call on Monday with an attempt to vote on the PR drafts
Simon Nash: motion Simon, second Bryan: restrict business on Monday's call to approval of the 2 PR drafts
Simon Nash: next topic: PR draftrs
Mike Edwards: There is a new CAA draft in preparation
Simon Nash: s/draftrs/drafts/
Simon Nash: discussion about problems with section 8.6.2
Simon Nash: this is now wrong because of changes in the Policy spec
Simon Nash: suggestion to strike the wohle section.. this would need an issue
Simon Nash: s/wohle/whole/
Simon Nash: motion Mike: open new issue calling for removal of sections 8.6.2 and 8.6.2.1 of Java CAA specification
Simon Nash: seconded by Simon
Simon Nash: Bryan: we only have 53% attendance
Simon Nash: suggestion is to defer the opening of the issue to Monday, then we could resolve it and vote to approve the PR draft with these sections removed
Simon Nash: we would need 2/3 to do all that
Simon Nash: motion Simon: add new issue JAVA-160 to Monday's agenda, seconded by Mike
Simon Nash: motion approved w/o
Simon Nash: discussion about why the word doc gets formatted incorrectly when producing a PDF
Simon Nash: Dave's fallback plan is to print the PDF but leave the doc unchanged (not save it)
Simon Nash: Mike thinks he will have a new JavaCAA draft later today
Simon Nash: in future, review comments should be made an change-marked edits to the document, unless they are debating points
Simon Nash: s/an/as/
Mark Combellack: 3. New Issues (Requires 2/3s of Voting members to open)

Skipping over as we do not have 2/3s
Mark Combellack: 4. List B Issues - Nice to resolve before Public Review

a. JAVA-153: Java CI should have corresponding changes in JAVA-125

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-153
Latest Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200905/msg00000.html
Mark Combellack: Simon goes through the proposal document in the above email
Dave Booz: How about re-writing the last sentence to this: The service contract for a Java component implementation cannot be defined by the <interface.java> XML element because the service contract for a Java component is always introspected from the Java implementation class.
Simon Nash: there are three possible semantics: A, componentType is local or remotable, and the component definition can't change it
Simon Nash: B, tri-state in componentType, with an agnostic state that can be decided by the compoment
Simon Nash: C, two states in componentType, remotable or agnostic, with agnostic as defined in case B
anish: dave, may i suggest one minor addition of 'implementation": "How about re-writing the last sentence to this: The service contract for a Java component implementation cannot be defined by the <interface.java> XML element because the service contract for a Java component *implementation* is always introspected from the Java implementation class."
Dave Booz: anish, yes
Mike Edwards: Assembly has these words:
Mike Edwards: " The @remotable attribute has no default value.  This attribute is used as an alternative to interface type specific mechanisms such as the @Remotable annotation on a Java interface.  The remotable nature of an interface in the absence of this attribute is interface type specific.  The rules governing how this attribute relates to interface type specific mechanisms are defined by each interface type. "
Mark Combellack: Did someone just join the call?
Dave Booz: time check
Simon Nash: Mike suggests that as another option, we could allow @Remotable on implementation classes so that it overrides what the interface says
Simon Nash: much debate but no consensus... no-one spoke up for B, but various people spoke up for A or C
Simon Nash: some discussion around whether there is a use case for the @remotable attribute in Assembly if we choose option A in Java
Simon Nash: it is useful for impl types that allow side files
Simon Nash: meeting adjourned
