	Element Name 
	Description 
	Value

	Work item ID 
	The unique ID for the Work item (assigned by the Work Items Editor) 
	55

	Work items topic 
	A short description or title that identifies the Work item (try to limit to less than 10 words) 
	Late binding of timeToPerform when instantiating a BPS into a conversation

	Functional category 
	The Originator will select one of these functional categories for the Work item, or suggest another functional category: 
a. Schema 
b. Example 
c. Documentation 
d. Editorial 
e. Appendix 
The TC may amend the category selected. If a new category is identified, the TC will determine if it will be added. 
	Control flow (Schema+Documentation) ?

	Description 
	This short summary should describe clearly the Work item and impact. 
	There is a need to bind a value, defined at run time to the timeToPerform attribute. 

	Specification and section 
	Please designate where applicable the specification version affected by the change and a specific section. 
	v1.01 - v1.1

 

	Originator 
	Name of the person submitting the Work item. 
Please provide in this format: First name Last name, email address 
	Lars Abrell

Lars.Abrell@TeliaSonera.com

	Responsible editor or author 
	Person(s) who will champion the Work item to resolution. The Originator can originally assign an author, although the Work Items Editor or the team may change the responsible editor. 
	

	Proposed solution 
	The Originator should propose a solution. 
	See below. 


The binding of a time value to the Time To Perform (TTP) attribute in a binary collaboration (BC) or business transaction activity (BTA) could occur at 

a) “business process design time”, (a-TTP)
b) “collaboration protocol agreement time” (b-TTP) or 
c) “conversation run time” (c-TTP).  

The latest specified TTP value (c-TTP, b-TTP, a-TTP in this order) should for the runtime conversation override any previously defined TTP values. 

The place to define the a-TTP value is in a BPS (business process specification/BPSS instantiation) (according to the current ebBPSS). 

The place to define the b‑TTP value is in a CPA (according to some new version of ebCPPA [6]).

The place to define the c-TTP value for a binary collaboration (BC) is in the document envelope (SOAP) header initiating the conversation (according to some new version of ebMS ?). [See example 1]

The place to define the c-TTP value for a business transaction activity (BTA) is in the document envelope (SOAP) header initiating the business transaction activity (BTA) i.e. the Requesting Business Activity. [1][2]
The a-TTP and b-TTP are specified as type duration. The c-TTP value could be of type duration or a specific instant of time. 

The specific instant of time should be expressed using the standard datetime type from the W3C’s XML Schema specification adopted from the ISO 8601. For example, to indicate 1:20 pm on May the 31st, 2004 for Eastern Standard Time which is 5 hours behind Coordinated Universal Time (UTC), one would write: 2004-05-31T13:20:00-05:00.

This proposal most certainly need liaisons with the ebCPPA and ebMS TC.

Example 1: In the message initiating the conversation the c-TTP value for the outer binary collaboration (BC) could be specified in the document envelope (SOAP) header by adding a new timeout attribute to the ConversationId element in ebMS.

<ConversationId timeout=”2004-05-31T13:20:00-05:00”>20001209-133003-28572</ConversationId>

Example 2: The WS-Context (WS-CTX) specification seems to have a similar possibility:

<env:Header>

  < ctx:context xmlns:ctx="http://www.webservicestransactions.org/schemas/wsas/2003/03" ctx:timeout="100">

    < ctx:context-identifier>http://www.arjuna.com/ws-ctx/123:abc:456:def</ ctx:context-identifier>

  </ctx:context>

….

</env:Header>

Notes

[1] Not sure how to specify c-TTP for a business transaction activity (BTA) in the document envelope (SOAP) header?

[2] Not sure if there is a need to specify c-TTP for both the BC and the BTA in the same document envelope (SOAP) header? 

[3] Not sure yet if there is a need also to specify if the c-TTP is for an outer or inner BC? Maybe one may need to specify a c-TTP for the outer BC and at the same time specify a c-TTP for an inner BC?

[4] Not sure yet of the impact (if any) for the binding of a value to the timeToPerform attribute of a fork.
(The current ebBPSS v 1.1 says, “As a well formed rule, the timeToPerform of a fork can not be less that any timeToPerform of its business activities”.) 

[5] Not sure yet of the impact (if any) for the binding of a value to the timeToAcknowledgeReceipt and the timeToAcknowledgeAcceptance attributes. (The current ebBPSS v 1.1 says, “timeToPerform must be greater than the sum of timeAcknowledgeReceipt and timeToAcknowledge Acceptance”)  

[6].The current ebCPPA v2.0 spec says in 8.4.14.10 timeToPerform attribute

The timeToPerform attribute is of type duration [XMLSCHEMA-2]. It specifies the time period, starting from the initiation of the RequestingBusinessActivity, within which the initiator of the transaction MUST have received the response, i.e., the business document associated with the RespondingBusinessActivity.

NOTE: The timeToPerform attribute associated with a BinaryCollaboration in BPSS is currently not modeled in this specification. Therefore, it cannot be overridden. In other words, the value specified at the BPSS level MUST be used.
	Resolution 
	Will be completed at resolution of Work item by the Work Items Editor. 
	

	Priority and status 
	The Originator will select the initial recommendation for a priority or status, which could be updated by the team and/or the Work Items Editor: 
Priority 
a. Critical inconsistency 
b. Must fix 
c. Should fix 
d. Error 
e. Elaborate or clarify ambiguity 
f. Nice to have 
Status 
a. Assigned 
b. Unassigned 
c. Deferred 
d. Resolved 
e. Rejected 
f. Other 
	Priority: Should fix


