WS-CAF meeting December 6 2004

Quorate, 9 of 14

Review agenda, no comments

Approve previous minutes – Nov. 8, Mark Little moves to adopt, Greg Pavlik seconds. No objection -- so moved.

Actions: Greg to write up recovery model. Pending. Discussion: Mechanism to reconstitute activity group or reconstitute group following a failure. Material is in the specification we’re working on now, the parts about recovery are in the new draft. Ongoing therefore as part of the new draft.

No other action items.

Recap XML 2004 demo.  Mark Little reports that it went well enough in the end, after surviving a variety of last minute hardware and software problems. Someone from Homeland Security came up to ask about WS-Context to help glue together some Web services applications. 

John Fuller developing an implementation, can he test against public endpoints? Can we publish the public endpoints? IONA and Arjuna will check on posting the URLs to the email list, Greg will check and if it’s ok Oracle will also post the URL for their implementation.

Mark Little moves to put the implementation subgroup docs describing the interop example on the WS-CAF public Web page. Doug seconds but asks whether we are in effect making something public that was TC private. Martin clarifies that the work of the implementation subgroup is public and everything in the TC should be public. Martin therefore amends the motion to state that everything in the implementation subgroup be public. Hearing no objection, so moved.

Action: Mark and Martin to ensure implementation subgroup folder becomes visible publicly. 

Status of WS-CF spec. Greg reports that each editor is taking a pass through the document to include changes based on the model discussion. Intention is to meet the deadline of the 8th (or close to it) for a new draft for the TC to look at it, but we are likely to be a few days late. 

Martin: Ensure there will be a draft at least a week ahead of the next call. 

Editors say that the draft will be turned around to everyone (all the editors) by the end of the week, i.e. Dec. 10.

Discussion on generic “do work” operation (i.e. assertion type messages): Mark Little says that it’s up to the referencing specs to define. Possible compromise is that there’s a prescriptive WSDL, and allow the generic option. That is, the normal way we’ll do things is that the protocol types implement a WSDL, but we don’t rule out anywhere in the spec the potential for a WSDL to include a generic “do work” operation. Martin: so we do not define any normative “do work” operation but take care not to preclude it.  Mark so moves, Greg seconds. “We will not define a ‘do work’ WSDL option, the specs will not mention nor preclude such a thing.”

Hearing no objections; so moved. 

Greg Pavlik brings up the discussion of qualifiers, whether or not they may be superceded by policy assertions? But without any defined policy language we end up inventing our own. In any case they are likely to be defined by the referencing specs/protocol types. Discussion around whether these belong at the protocol layer. Maybe we just need to define what we want without specific syntax. 

Greg moves “Remove qualifiers from the coordination spec and treat them as orthogonal issues for WS-CF.” Mark seconds. 

Hearing no objections; so moved.

F2F meeting:  Week 7th Feb. Can Greg host? Pencil in 2-2.5 days this week.  Greg to investigate New Jersey and/or New Hampshire facilities and report back.

Date for New Orleans 27-29 April.  Ok, we will tell OASIS that we intend to meet. 

Adjourn. 
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