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 January 26th

http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/30956/SCA%20Java%20Minutes%202009-01-26.doc
- Approval of minutes from January 30th

http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/30989/SCA%20Java%20Minutes%202009-01-30.doc
Issue Status:

Open: 30

1. Review action items:

Action Items that I believe are done:

2009-01-30-01:   Everyone to review Simon's updated proposal and discuss it during the next phone call

Action Items that I believe are still to be done:

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

2008-10-20-1:    Simon to write new proposal with textual changes for JAVA-76

2008-11-11-3:    Simon to provide proposal for JAVA-6

2008-11-11-7:    Mark to propose a delta to Simon's action (2008-11-11-6) on JAVA-25 to add support for message correlation on call backs

2008-11-11-12:   Mark to write proposal for JAVA-46 drawing inspiration from the chat log of day 2 of the November F2F

2008-11-11-21:   Mark, Jim and Mike to describe their use cases for JAVA-30

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

2008-11-11-27:   Simon to raise issue on brain-damaged definition of @Service annotation (see comments in Nov F2F raw chat log)

2008-11-11-33:   Simon to write up proposal for JAVA-67 (not in previous minutes but Simon is sure he has this action item)

2009-01-09-01:   Vamsi to produce proposal for JAVA-117

2. Discusion on Updated CAA Specification incorporating JAVA-25 and JAVA-95

http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00121.html
3. Blocking issues

a. JAVA-119: JAA Conformance Section

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-119
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00017.html
4. Critical Issue discussion

a. JAVA-27: Security Annotations in generated Component Type

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-27
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00113.html
Discussions: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00126.html
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
c. JAVA-60: Sharing Java artifacts across contributions

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-60
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00059.html
5. New Issues

a. JAVA-123: Java C&I - Remove references to conversational function

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-123
b.  JAVA-125: Allow call semantics to be specified ininterface.java/implementation.java

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-125
c.  JAVA-126: Instance Instantiation or "Class" Instantiation

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-126
Proposal: In Jira

Alternative proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00127.html
6. Other Open Issues discussion

a. JAVA-69: Misleading statement about lifetime of stateful callbacks

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-69
b. Long running processes - Assembly-33

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/assembly-33
http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200812/msg00089.html
c. JAVA-30: "Process" Scope

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-30
proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200812/msg00006.html
d. JAVA-117: Clarify the name implied by setter method for property and reference names

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-117
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00124.html
e. JAVA-65: There is no lifecycle defined for SCA Components

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-65
proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200811/msg00095.html
f. JAVA-102: Need to have a Name parameter on the @Service annotation

proposal: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-102
g. JAVA-62: Clarify what a Component Implementation can do with threads

proposal: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-62
h. 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-30
proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00029.html
i. Runtime behaviour when annotation rules are violated

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-115
Is this covered by the introduction to Chapter 8 Java Annotations in CD02?

7. Blocking issues waiting for updates/proposals

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

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-104
b. JAVA-105: RFC2119 Language is needed for C&I Specification

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-105
8. 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-6: @AllowsPassByReference requires more detailed description

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-6
Blocked by ASSEMBLY-97

c. JAVA-121: Compilable artifacts for Java annotations and APIs

http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-121
More detailed proposal required

9. 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)

Martin Chapman Oracle Corporation (5)

Ashok Malhotra Oracle Corporation (5)

Simon Nash Individual (3)

Meeraj Kunnumpurath Individual (2)

Anish Karmarkar Oracle Corporation (7)

Vamsavardhana Chillakuru IBM (3)

Yang Lei (3)

Mike Edwards IBM (6)

Bryan Aupperle IBM (6)

Plamen Pavlov SAP AG (2)
Mark Combellack: Note: Updated proposal for JAVA-60 has just been posted at: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200902/msg00014.html
anonymous1 morphed into anish
Ashok: Scribe: Ashok
Ashok: Topic: Agenda bashing
Ashok: No comments on agenda.
Ashok: Approval of Minutes from Jan 26
Ashok: Minutes approved unan.
Ashok: Approval of minutes from Jan 30
Ashok: Minutes approved unan.
anonymous morphed into Luciano Resende
Ashok: Topic:  Issue status -- 30 open issues
Ashok: Action to review Simon's proposal has been completed
Ashok: Change action on Vladimir to action on Plamen
Ashok: Topic:  Discussion on updated doc incorporating issues 25 and 95
Ashok: Review Simon's updated document
Ashok: Simon describes changes he has made
Ashok: Changed callableReference to serviceReference
Ashok: No questions/comments on Chap 6
Ashok: No questions/comments
Ashok: Simon:  We are done, Mark!
Ashok: MikeE:  Are we accepting changes to 25 and 95 and closing these issues
Ashok: Mark:  We needed a base document
Ashok: MikeE:  I suggest I take this doc and produce CD02 rev 1
Ashok: Simon:  Could we also apply 120 - package rename?
Vamsi: +1 to the proposal.
Ashok: ACTION:  Mike Edwards to apply changes for issue 120
Ashok: Simon:  It's a find/replace except for glitch in pkg name in Chap 9
Ashok: ACTION:  (revised) Mike E to produce CD02 rev 01 incorporating changes for issues 25, 95 and 120
Ashok: Topic:  Blocking Issues
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-119
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00017.html
Ashok: Bryan discusses proposal
Ashok: Mike: What are comments abt issue 60
Ashok: Bryan:  All sections dealing with Java-60 shd be ignored.  They will become conformance statements for C&I spec
Mark Combellack lowered your hand
Ashok: Simon:  Wondering abt list in section SCA Runtime
Ashok: There will be some MUST stmts in Chap 6 for example
Ashok: Bryan:  I thought there would be multiple conformance targets in this spec
Ashok: MikeE:  We shd say "conform to all statements in Appendix B"
Mark Combellack lowered your hand
Ashok: Simon:  Policy needs to be mentioned.
Ashok: Bryan:  This section will be removed
anonymous morphed into anish
Ashok: Bryan:  We describe what the runtime must do.  Not what the docs must do.
Ashok: Bryan:  So we need a section identifying Java files as conformance targets.
Ashok: MikeE:  I don't think Java classes are conformance targets
anish: why won't xml files such as composite files be conformance targets? Or did I hear that wrong?
anonymous morphed into Pradeep
Ashok: ... runtime would object invalid Java classes
Ashok: c/object/object to/
Ashok: s/classes/documents
Ashok: Bryan:  Assembly says SCDL must conform to schema but there are additional restrictions
Ashok: ... shd there be statements saying they must be obeyed
Ashok: Discussion of how optional parts of spec shd be treated
Ashok: ACTION:  Simon to raise issue on section 2.2 to consider making some of these scopes mandatory
Ashok: MikeE: Can we agree to Bryan's amended proposal
anish perhaps this Q has been answered before, but when would a runtime claim conformance to CAA, rather than Java C&I, spring C&I or EE C&I ?
Mike Edwards: But you would want the Java C& I to require conformance to Java CAA as well as to itself
Bryan Aupperle: Conformance 

This section specifies the conformance target of this specification and the requirements that apply to it.Conformance Targets 

The conformance target
Mike Edwards: the whole point was to be able to point to the CAA from elsewhere
Mark Combellack: +1 to mikes comment
Bryan Aupperle: of this specification is:SCA runtime, which provides a container for SCA components and potentially tools for authoring SCA artifacts, component descriptions and/or runtime operations.
Bryan Aupperle: CA Runtime 

An implementation conforms to this specification if it meets the following conditions: 

It MUST conform to the SCA Assembly Model Specification [ASSEMBLY] and the SCA Policy Framework [POLICY]
Bryan Aupperle: It MUST adhere to all of the conformance points in Appendix B.
Bryan Aupperle: Extensions 

[What extention points do we want to identify?].
Ashok: MikeE:  Suppose JEE spec wants to say it only handles 2 of the annotations.  How do we handle that.
Ashok: Anish:  We say so in the JEE spec
Ashok: MikeE:  So conformance statements need to numbered and we say "conforms to these statements"
Ashok: MikeE:  If you want to do that you need to write a proposal
Ashok: ACTION:  Anish to write proposal for Java 119
Ashok: Simon:  asks abt "authoring runtime operations"
Ashok: ... recommends surgery
Ashok: Bryan:  I can wordsmith
Ashok: Topic:  Critical Issue Discussion
Ashok: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-27
Proposal: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00113.html
Discussions: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00126.html
Mark Combellack: I cannot hear young at all
Mark Combellack: s/young/yang/
anish i have to be away for about 20 min, brb
Ashok: Yang:  Added couple of annotations in Chap 8
Ashok: ... some related to Security Policy
Ashok: ,.. next change is 8.5
Ashok: ... next chg in 8.15
Ashok: MikeE:  Just moving stuff.  No new function?
Ashok: Yang: Agrees, no new function
Ashok: Simon:  Wrong font for code... shd be monospace
Ashok: ... you still have OSOA shd be OASIS-Open
Ashok: Yang:  Next 8.18
Ashok: ... next 8.20
Ashok: Simon:  When an intent is used, it shd be qualified?
Ashok: ... and shd be Should or Must?
Ashok: ... is it mandatory to add @qualifier ?
Ashok: ... if intent has a qualifier @qualifier MUST be used?
Ashok: yang:  I will work offline w/Simon on wording
Ashok: DaveB:  Perhaps move @intent, @qualifier in a separate section
Ashok: Simon:  Add a para explaining their use at the top
Ashok: Yang:  Next 8.23
Ashok: ... next section at end of 8.26
Ashok: ... Summary based on JSR 260
Ashok: ... also pl chk 10.6.2
Ashok: MikeE:  Interesting issue on what happens if applied to individual methods
Ashok: ... do we generate componentType or not?
Ashok: ... do we introduce operation level component?
Ashok: ... asks abt roles and runAs.  Need naming convention.
Vamsi: JSR250 it is.
Ashok: DaveB:  I'm not sure it's a good idea to encourage this Java-specific functionality
Ashok: Yang:  Are we fine saying we are not generating ComponentType?
Ashok: MikeE:  Need to think harder abt Dave's suggestion
Ashok: ... External attachment overrides annotation in Java
Ashok: DaveB:  Let's table this and come back to it.
Ashok: Yang:  I will send out latest update
Ashok: 15 MINUTE BREAK
Martin C: synchronize watches
Vamsi: hurray
Mark Combellack: Break time should almost be over - time to resume [image: image1.png]



Simon Nash: scribe: Simon
Simon Nash: JAVA-1
Simon Nash: discussion of whether the proxy creation method should be on a class or an interface
Simon Nash: action Mark: come back by Friday with example code showing an interface/factory style
Simon Nash: discussion of whether the method can be called from "inside" a managed runtime
Simon Nash: Simon and Mark: hard to prevent this
Simon Nash: Simon: what about code in running in vendor A runtime calling getService() to invoke vendor B's domain
Simon Nash: Anish: where does the metadata come from?
Meeraj: how about using the services API?
Simon Nash: to Meeraj: which services API?
Meeraj: hasn't Java 6 got a services API for looking up factory from META-INF/services
Meeraj: within available jar files in the classpath
Meeraj: http://java.sun.com/j2se/1.3/docs/guide/jar/jar.html#Service%20Provider
Simon Nash: discussion between Simon/Anish/Mark on whether a vendor-specific factory could be instantiated directly
Simon Nash: conclusion: yes it could, but the SCA Factory does not define an API to do this
Meeraj: http://java.sun.com/javase/6/docs/api/java/util/ServiceLoader.html
Simon Nash: Jim: can any service be called in this way?
Simon Nash: Mike: just services in the domain
Simon Nash: Jim/Dave: can services in the domain be hidden from this API?
Simon Nash: Dave: this would need to be a vendor extension
Simon Nash: Simon: need to make sure there is no implict MUST that all domain-level services be made available through this API
Simon Nash: Jim/Dave: agreed
anish jim is breaking up to me? anyone else?
Vamsi: for me too
Simon Nash: Jim: what about local services
Simon Nash: ?
Pradeep: for me too
Simon Nash: Simon: last week we had talked about only allowing this for remotable services
Simon Nash: Jim: OK
Simon Nash: Jim: the spec should say this MUST only be available for domain-level services
anish: +1 to remoteable and domain-level only
Simon Nash: seems to be consensus for remotable and domain-level
anish: managed code does not have access to lower-level services, don't see why unmanaged code should
Martin C is squeaking in a snow storm
Simon Nash: issue 60: new proposal just out, Mike not on call, Dave hasn't seen it yet
Simon Nash: NEW ISSUES:
Simon Nash: JAVA-123
Simon Nash: vote count in progress
anish forgot that i have missed 3 calls in a row
Simon Nash: we have >66% (13 of 14 voting members)
Simon Nash: Dave: JAVA-123 is to remove conversations from the Java C&I spec
Simon Nash: motion Dave, second Vamsi: open JAVA-123
Simon Nash: issue open w/o
Simon Nash: JAVA-126
Simon Nash: motion Vamsi, second Simon: open JAVA-126
Simon Nash: issue opened w/o
Vamsi: http://lists.oasis-open.org/archives/sca-j/200901/msg00127.html
anish dave you are fast with JIRA!
Dave Booz if I don't do it on the fly, I'll forget
anish: there is a missing 'the' but hoping that would be considered editorial
Simon Nash: motion Vamsi, second Simon: resolve JAVA-127 with working in above link
Simon Nash: s/working/wording
Simon Nash: JAVA-127 resolved w/o
Simon Nash: to Anish: where is missing "the"
Simon Nash: can you type it in for the record?
Vamsi: JAVA-126 resolved with msg-127
Mark Combellack: Note: Motion is to pass motion to resolve JAVA-126 and not JAVA-127
Simon Nash: apologies!!!
Simon Nash: we have resolved JAVA-126 as Vamsi said
anish: A Java implementation class must provide a public or protected constructor

that can be used by the SCA runtime to create *the* implementation instances.
Simon Nash: please ignore all references above to JAVA-127.  All should say JAVA-126
Simon Nash: Simon: it works with the "the"... leave that to the editors
anish: is 69 now a CNA?
Simon Nash: sorry for typo, meant to say:
Simon Nash: it works without the "the"... leave that to the editors
Simon Nash: motion Simon, second Bryan: close JAVA-69 with no action
Simon Nash: motion approved w/o, JAVA-69 is closed with no action
anish: does assembly make it mandatory?
Dave Booz not sure...probably
anish: i'm more inclined to do this now than later
anish: but would like to take a look at it again
Dave Booz I am inclined to do it now also
anish: the thing that encourages me is that the proposal is pretty much baked
Simon Nash: discussion about long-running: Dave/Anish/Simon like it in principle
Simon Nash: Simon raises question about whether this would be mandatory for all Java impls
Simon Nash: Mark: if it's optional, maybe the work should be deferred
Simon Nash: action Dave: raise a new issue for this
Simon Nash: JAVA-115
Vamsi: http://www.osoa.org/jira/browse/JAVA-115
Dave Booz: From the spec:
Dave Booz: 909 This specification places constraints on some annotations that are not detectable by a Java

910 compiler. For example, the definition of the @Property and @Reference annotations indicate that

911 they are allowed on parameters, but sections 8.14 and 8.15 constrain those definitions to

912 constructor parameters. An SCA runtime MUST verify the proper use of all annotations and if an

913 annotation is improperly used, the SCA runtime MUST NOT run the component which uses the

914 invalid implementation code.
Simon Nash: there was a related issue JAVA-94 that added the above paragraph
Simon Nash: motion Simon, second Vamsi: close JAVA-115 as duplicate of JAVA-94
Simon Nash: motion passed w/o
Simon Nash: meeting recessed until tomorrow
