WSRP v0.95 Errata

#1. 4/24/03 (Atul Batra)
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00006.html] 
If it's not too late, could you please include my name in Appendix D.2 of the specification titled "WSRP Committee Members" 

Document: Spec 
Section: D.2 
New Text: Atul Batra*, Sun Microsystems 

Resolved:  Approved

#2. 4/24/03 (Rich Thompson) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200304/msg00080.html]
Version coming out of the public review period should be our 1.0 

Document: Spec & wsdl 
Section: Property (shows in header and page 1). Also in wsdl and xsd file comments. 
Old Text: 0.95 
New Text: 1.0 

Resolved:  Approved

#3. 4/22/03 (Claus Von Riegen) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200304/msg00062.html]

Our WSDL uses qualified names to reference portType fault operations from soap:fault elements. Taking the following WSDL fragment (that is part of a wsdl:operation, which in turn is part of a wsdl:binding) as an example, 

The "intf:" prefix makes the WSDL document invalid against the WSDL 1.1 
schema, since the soap:fault name attribute is of type NCName. Removing all occurrences of the "intf:" prefix should resolve the issue. 

Document: wsrp_v1_bindings.wsdl 
Section: throughout 
 
Resolved:  Approved


#4. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]

Section 1.2.3 -  Comment: The Consumer can also be viewed (and is, indeed, so viewed by many) as a message switch, routing the results of user interaction to the appropriate producer for action ( if the consumer does not itself respond to the interaction).  We should consider mentioning this in a future draft.
Document: Spec 
Section: 1.2.3 
Old Text:  and presents the aggregation to the End-User. One typical Consumer is a portal,
New Text: and presents the aggregation to the End-User. Because of this intermediary role, Consumers are often compared to "message switches" that route messages between various parties. One typical Consumer is a portal, 

Resolved:  Approved

#5. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]

Section 1.2.3 - Comment: in ISO terminology, the consumer is a sort of User Agent. 
Document: Spec 
Section: 1.2.3

[RT] I think this would be an addition to 1.2.3, but I wonder whether it is strictly true. Doesn't a User Agent "process" the markup on behalf of the End-User? Would adding this to the description be more confusing than helpful? 

Resolved:  No update
#6. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]

Section 3.2 and elsewhere - "an IDL-like syntax" begs the question of "which IDL?" -- this is an editing nit, but got annoying after the third or fourth time.
Document: Spec 
Section: 3.2+

Old Text: IDL-like syntax 
New Text: IDL style syntax 

Resolved:  No update … don’t want to conform to or reference any particular IDL
#7. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]
Section 3.1.2: Why is WS-I.org listed as an "emerging standard"? Given that the Basic Profile is out (which is one more spec than WSRP has out so far  :-) ), we should list the basic profile in the Existing Standards list. It's OK to also list ws-i.org in the "emerging standards" list with (say) security profile mentioned. 
Document: Spec 
Section: 3.1.2

Old Text: WS-I.org - Defines profiles for use of web services standards such that interoperability is maximized.
New Text: WS-I.org - Defining additional profiles (e.g. Security) for use of web services standards such that interoperability is maximized. 
Document: Spec 
Section: 3.1.1

New Text: WS-I.org - Has defined a base profile for use of the WSDL, SOAP and UDDI web services standards such that interoperability is maximized. 

Resolved:  Approved

#8. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]
Section 3.1.2: "JSR168 - Java Community Process for standardizing a portlet API." should be written "JSR 168 - a Java Community Process effort for standardizing the Java Portlet Specification"
Document: Spec 
Section: 3.1.2 
Old Text: JSR168 - Java Community Process for standardizing a portlet API.
New Text: JSR 168 - Java Community Process effort defining the Java Portlet Specification. 

Resolved:  Approved

#9. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]
Section 5.1.4: "We STRONGLY RECOMMEND these characters be chosen from the first 127 characters of the Unicode character set, so that the length is no longer than 4096 characters regardless of whether it is represented in Unicode, ASCII or a byte[]." 
This sentence has several problems.  (1) the length of a 4096 character string, wchar or not, is always 4096 characters. What you mean is 'length is no longer than 4096 bytes.'  (2) byte[] should be written 'byte array'.  So, rewritten, it should read 
"We STRONGLY RECOMMEND these characters be chosen from the first 127 characters of the Unicode character set, so that the space consumed is no greater than 4096 bytes regardless of whether it is represented in Unicode, ASCII or a byte array." 
Document: Spec 
Section: 5.1.4

Old Text: We STRONGLY RECOMMEND these characters be chosen from the first 127 characters of the Unicode character set, so that the length is no longer than 4096 characters regardless of whether it is represented in Unicode, ASCII or a byte[]. 
New Text: We STRONGLY RECOMMEND these characters be chosen from the first 127 characters of the Unicode character set, so that it is feasible to represent the value in no more than 4096 bytes of storage. 

Resolved:  Approved

#10. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]
Section 14: The definitions look pretty much OK.  The word hyperlink didn't work (404) for the second two. 
Document: Spec 
Section: 14

Action: Fix target for the second two hyperlinks to match the displayed text. 

Resolved:  Approved

#11. 4/24/03 (William Cox) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00007.html]
XML Spy complained  that the first definition was invalid: "Localized String -- Invalid - no attribute with name xml:lang has been defined in this or in included/imported schemas.  (As part of another schema, it might still be OK)" 
Document: WSDL 
[RT] I'm not sure that this isn't a bug in XML Spy. We do import the schema that defines xml:lang. It may be trying to dereference this through a definition of the "xml" prefix to the actual namespace (http://www.w3.org/XML/1998/namespace), but this is explicitly a prefix association that XML defines and declares as not available for redefinition by the xmlns: method of associating prefixes with namespaces. 

Resolved:  No update … a bug in XML Spy

#12. 4/24/03 (Andrew Wright) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00008.html]

I just noticed in 0.95 of the WSRP spec pg 64, ln 20, an URL rewriting example is given as: 

wsrp-rewrite?wsrp-urlType=blockingAction&wsrp-secureURL=true&wsrp-navigationalState=a8h4K5JD9&interactionState=fg4h923mdk/wsrp-rewrite 

I think it should be: 
wsrp-rewrite?wsrp-urlType=blockingAction&wsrp-secureURL=true&wsrp-navigationalState=a8h4K5JD9&wsrp-interactionState=fg4h923mdk/wsrp-rewrite 

Document: Spec 
Section: 10.2.1.8 (example 3) 
Old Text: wsrp-rewrite?wsrp-urlType=blockingAction&wsrp-secureURL=true&wsrp-navigationalState=a8h4K5JD9&interactionState=fg4h923mdk/wsrp-rewrite 

New Text: wsrp-rewrite?wsrp-urlType=blockingAction&wsrp-secureURL=true&wsrp-navigationalState=a8h4K5JD9&wsrp-interactionState=fg4h923mdk/wsrp-rewrite 

Resolved:  Approved


#13. 4/30/03 (Yossi Tamari) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00009.html]

Change definition of the Extension type: 

Document: Spec 
Section: 5.1.1 
Old Text: [O] Object any[] 
New Text: [O] Object any 

Reason: The definition here is of a single Extension field, not of the array. Anywhere else in the spec we use an array of Extension ([O] Extension extensions[]). This also matches our wsrp_v1_types.xsd better. 

Resolved:  Approved


#14. 4/30/03 (Rich Thompson) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200304/msg00105.html]

Change definition of the any field for the Extension type. Several developers from various companies have emailed me about the requirement that the extensions come from a non-WSRP namespace. The question centers on how to then reuse the types defined within the WSRP namespace. I suggest adding the following sentence: 

Document: Spec 
Section: 5.1.1 

New Text: While the element definitions for these extensions are required to be in a namespace other than WSRP, the reuse of the types defined within the WSRP namespace by those definitions is encouraged as this increases the likelihood of the receiving partner being able to deserialize the extension in a useful manner. 

Resolved:  Approved

#15. 5/5/03 (Rich Thompson) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200305/msg00004.html]

This conformance statement refers to the registrationPropertiesDescription field as required, but the IDL and WSDL both say it is optional. 

Document: Spec 
Section: 5.2 
Old Text: The minimum information a Producer MUST return from getServiceDescription() is that which declares what is required for a Consumer to register (i.e. the requiresRegistration flag and the registrationPropertyDescription field) with the Producer [R300][R301][R303]. 

New Text: The minimum information a Producer MUST return from getServiceDescription() is that which declares what is required for a Consumer to register with the Producer (i.e. the requiresRegistration flag and whenever additional data is required, the registrationPropertyDescription field) [R300][R301][R303].
Resolved:  Approved


#16. 5/9/03 (Andre Kramer) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00010.html]

Contact.telecom, Contact.online, Online.uri are not arrays in the IDL.

Should remove the maxOccurs="unbounded" from the WSDL.

Document: WSDL 

Section:  types

Action: Remove "maxOccurs" attribute from Contact/telecom, Contact/online, Online/uri

Resolved:  Approved
#17. 5/9/03 (Andre Kramer) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00010.html]

6.1.17 has UserProfile.bdate while ch 11 has bDate in table. Seems it should be bdate?
Document: Spec 

Section:  11 (twice)

Old Text: bDate

New Text: bdate
Resolved:  Approved
#18. 5/19/03 (Rich Thompson) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200305/msg00029.html]

Appendix E (Revision History) had value while the spec was being developed. I don't think it has value in the final spec. 

Document: Spec 

Section:  Appendix E

Action: Delete this section.

Resolved:  Approved
#19. 5/13/03 (F2F) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200305/doc00005.doc]

Conformance statement for mode would be better in section 6.8. It should also be reworded for clarity to the portlet developer.

Document: Spec 

Section:  6.1.12 

Old Text: The Consumer MAY choose to respect this request to change the mode, but since the Portlet cannot depend on that choice it MUST NOT encode this new mode into any of its stateful settings. Rather, the Portlet MUST compute any such impact on stateful settings after the Consumer has actually changed the mode.

New Text: See section 6.8 relative to the processing of such requests.

Document: Spec 

Section:  6.8

Old Text: Whether or not such a request is honored is up to the Consumer and often will depend on access control settings for the End-User.

New Text: The Consumer MUST respect requests to change the mode outside of exceptional circumstances (e.g. access control restrictions), but the Portlet must not depend on such a request being respected.

Resolved:  Approved
#20. 5/13/03 (F2F) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200305/doc00005.doc]

Conformance statement for window state would be better in section 6.9. It should also be reworded for clarity to the portlet developer.

Document: Spec 

Section:  6.1.12 

Old Text: The Consumer MAY choose to respect this request to change the window state, but since the Portlet cannot depend on that choice it MUST NOT encode this new window state into any of its stateful settings. Rather, the Portlet MUST compute any such impact on stateful settings after the Consumer has actually changed the window state.

New Text: See section 6.9 relative to the processing of such requests.

Document: Spec 

Section:  6.9

Append to first paragraph: Portlets may request window state changes either through parameters on a link that an End-User activates or by returning a newWindowState in a BlockingInteractionResponse. The Consumer SHOULD choose to respect this request to change the window state, but since the Portlet cannot depend on that choice it MUST NOT encode this new window state into any of its stateful settings. Rather, the Portlet MUST compute any such impact on stateful settings after the Consumer has actually changed the window state

Resolved:  Approved
#21. 5/20/03 (Alejandro Abdelnur) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200305/msg00035.html]

The namespacePrefix should be required as it may be used by the portlet to namespace things (ie: javascript thingies) within the generated content. This is independent from templating.

Document: Spec 

Section:  6.1.2

Old Text: [O]
string 

namespacePrefix

New Text: [R]
string 

namespacePrefix
Document: WSDL

Section:  wsrp_v1_types.xsd

Old Text:  <element name="namespacePrefix"    type="xsd:string"      minOccurs="0"/>

New Text: <element name="namespacePrefix"    type="xsd:string"/>
Resolved:  Leave as is
#22. 5/21/03 (Alejandro Abdelnur) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200305/msg00042.html]

Spec doesn't really define the relationship between markup and title. Is title considered part of cache content? If yes, where does it say that in the spec? I see assertions like if MarkupContext.useCachedMarkup is true, then MarkupContext.markupString MUST be NULL. Why doesn't the spec say that MarkupContext.preferredTitle would be NULL too in this case.

Document: Spec 

Section:  6.1.10

Old Text: If the value for useCachedMarkup is “true” the markupString and markupBinary fields MUST NOT be returned.
New Text: If the value for useCachedMarkup is “true” the markupString and markupBinary fields MUST NOT be returned. If the value for useCachedMarkup is “true” the preferredTitle field SHOULD NOT be returned and the previous preferredTitle value reused.
Resolved:  leave as is with a recommendation to cover in the primer
#23. 5/22/03 (Interoperability SC) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/2294/wsrp-interop-minutes-030522.doc]
SOAP 1.2 is dropping the convention using ‘.’ as a delimiter within error codes. Suggest that WSRP does likewise and just uses leaf error code in a namespaced manner.

Document: Spec 

Section:  13 
Old Text: WSDL defines fault codes to be strings using “.” as a delimiter to scope the error codes. The following are defined for constructing a WSRP error code within the same namespace as used for the rest of the types defined by this specification: 

New Text: The following WSRP error codes are defined within the same namespace as the rest of the types defined by this specification: 

action: Drop “Top Level" column from table in section 13. Rename "Specific Code" column header to "Fault Code”.
action: Drop “Interface.” and “Security.” from fault codes throughout spec. Double check equivalent in WSDL.
Resolved:  Approved
#24. 5/22/03 (Interoperability SC) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/2294/wsrp-interop-minutes-030522.doc]

What is the purpose of the "Fault" suffix on the fault type and element definitions. It adds confusion and is unneccesary.

Document: WSDL 

action: Drop “Fault" suffix on the element definitions.
Resolved:  Approved
#25. 5/22/03 (Interoperability SC) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/committees/download.php/2294/wsrp-interop-minutes-030522.doc]

In order to make fault messages interoperable on current stacks, we suggest adding the following two conformance statements.

Document: Spec

Section: 13 - just before table3

New Text: The SOAP 1.1 faultcode SHOULD be set to the WSRP error code being raised, namespace qualified to be in the "urn:oasis:names:tc:wsrp:v1:types" namespace. In addition, the SOAP 1.1 fault's detail element MUST contain the corresponding namespaced fault element from the WSRP v1 WSDL as its only content. When using SOAP 1.2, the Subcode element MUST be present and carry the corresponding WSRP error code in its mandatory Value sub-element. The Subcode element MUST be contained in a SOAP 1.2 Receiver fault code, for the fault messages defined in this specification. SOAP 1.2 faults MAY carry additional content in the Detail sub-element, but MUST carry the corresponding WSRP namespaced fault element.
Resolved:  Approved
#26. 6/11/03 (Alan Kropp) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200307/msg00011.html]

I've noticed that 'portletState' is a field in both the InteractionParams and PortletContext structures...with distinctly different type/semantics.  Would it not be better for one of these to have different names?

I suggest InteractionParams.portletStateChange, since that's more consistent with its type.  PortletContext.portletState should remain as is.

Document: Spec & wsdl (.xsd file)

Section: 6.1.12 (2),  6.1.16 (3),  6.3.2 (7), 8.5 (1) and InteractionsParams definition

Old Text: portletState

New Text: portletStateChange

Resolved:  Approved
#27. 6/19/03 (TC discussion of #21) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200306/msg00069.html]

The biggest problem with namespacing is the lack of clarity once a token is indicated as needing namespacing. Email discussion led to 3 requirements for any solution:

1. Clarity of the item after indicating it needs to be namespaced 

2. Ability to directly debug scripts containing namespaced items (functions and variables). Equivalent for CSS classes is also desirable. 

3. Consumer only needs to execute a single parse on the markup to do all rewriting (URL and namespacing)
Proposed solution:

1. Change the base token to “wsrp_rewrite”

2. Define the following modifiers:

a. "_" suffix = namespace prefix (to be replaced with a constant for all instances within the set of documents for the current markup for this portlet instance)

b. "?" suffix = start of URL rewriting expression 

c. "/" prefix = end of URL rewriting expression

Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.1
Old Text: wsrp-rewrite (3 occurrences)
New Text: wsrp_rewrite
Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.1.8
Old Text: wsrp-rewrite (8 occurrences)
New Text: wsrp_rewrite
Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.3
Old Text: wsrp-rewrite (2 occurrences)
New Text: wsrp_rewrite
Document: Spec

Section: 10.3.1

Old Text: The Portlet uses the static, predefined method (section 10.2.1) to denote tokens that need a namespace prefix.
New Text: The Portlet has two methods of indicating that a token needs to be namespaced:

1. Prefix the token with “wsrp_rewrite_”. The Consumer will locate such markers and replace them with a prefix that is unique to this instance of this portlet on the page. This prefix has been chosen such that the Consumer is able to do a single parse of the markup to both locate such markers and the URL rewrite expressions described in section 10.2.1. In addition, this prefix is legal for at least the JavaScript and VBScript scripting languages and CSS class names. This permits the independent testing of most generated markup fragments.
2. The Portlet can also use the static, predefined method (section 10.2.1) to denote tokens that need a namespace prefix.
Resolved:  New mechanism approved, but drop old namespacing mechanism.
#28. 6/19/03 (Andre + many others) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200306/msg00027.html]

Should we require that our URL expression be encoded such that it is valid for the mime type into which it is placed? 
Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.1
Old Text: [insert] The Consumer is NOT REQUIRED to process URLs 
New Text: Consumers MUST accept both the “&” character and the corresponding entity reference (i.e. “&amp;”) as separators between the name/value pairs as this allows portlets to produce markup fragments valid for a larger range of mime types. We encourage portlets to use the entity reference form (“&amp;”) in static markup as this is likely to result in the ability to include that markup in a larger set of enclosing mime types.
Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.1.8
Old Text: & (8 occurrences)
New Text: &amp;
Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.2

Old Text: & (1 occurrence)

New Text: &amp;

Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.3

Old Text: NameValuePairs = (“&” NameValuePair)* 
New Text: NameValuePairs = ((“&” | “&amp;”) NameValuePair)*
Resolved:  Approved
#29. 6/19/03 (Conformance SC) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp/200306/msg00082.html]

Consumer parsing job would be easier if we explicitly required no white space in the URL rewriting expressions. This results in no loss to the portlet author as URLs do not allow whitespace normally.

Document: Spec

Section: 10.2.1
Old Text: [append after] or the Producer (during processing of an activated URL).
New Text: Note that this format contains no whitespace much as standard URLs do not include whitespace. 
Resolved:  Leave as is
#30. 6/20/03 (Conformance SC) 
[http://www.oasis-open.org/archives/wsrp-conformance/200306/msg00004.html]

The conformance statement regarding the type specification for extensions is too vague for proper interoperability. Suggest explicitly requiring the extension element’s child to carry the xsi:type attribute. This makes the use of the xsi:type attribute consistent with its definition without requiring everyone to redefine the extension element as a choice of their set of extensions. 

Document: Spec

Section: 5.1.1

Old Text: Each such extension MUST declare its type using the schema-defined “type” attribute
New Text: Each such extension element carries a single child element which MUST declare its type using the schema-defined “type” attribute
Resolved:  Approved
