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1. Issues
1.1. Protocol Issues

1.1.1. Batch Requests (Closed)

Champion: Conrad Agramont, Microsoft
Description: SPML should not use batch requests. Only single operations should be supported. This affects both the SPML SOAP/HTTP and File Bindings.

Resolution: Batch requests are now optional. All operations can be done atomically.

1.1.2. SPML Should Support the Use of XML Schema (Open)

Champion: Gearard Woods, IBM
Description: Since targets are likely to make extensive use of XML Schema, and because it is very likely that data items required by targets will be specified in XML Schema, the SPML should support the use of XML Schema and other standard XML-based schema languages in preference to the current limited SPML-specific schema language.
1.1.3. Need Supported Operations Mechanism (Closed)

Champion: Jeff Bohren, OpenNetwork Technologies
Description: There is no mechanism in the current specification that allows for a SPML client to query a service for what operations it supports. This only affects the SPML SOAP/HTTP Binding.

Resolution: Since all operations can be done atomically, the supported operations can be published in a WSDL definition for the web service. The search request and schema requests have been removed from the batch request operation and can only be done atomically. Conformance for batch requests now requires that if batch requests are supported, then add, modify, and delete must be supported in the batch request.

1.1.4. Can’t Query all the Pending Requests (Open)

Champion: Matthias Leibmann, Microsoft

Description: There is no mechanism in the current specification to request the status of all pending batch requests on a SPML web service. This only affects the SPML SOAP/HTTP Binding.

1.1.5. The SPML Interface should be specified in a WSDL Definition (Open)

Champion: Gearard Woods, IBM
Description: The definitive description of the interface to a PSP and PST should be a WSDL document.  This is more in keeping with Web Services and promotes the use of the SPML with other standards such as UDDI, BPEL etc.
1.1.6. There should be Multiple Error Message Locales (Open)

Champion: Gearard Woods, IBM
Description: For human readable error messages, we should allow multiple instances of messages and XML LANG attributes, where each error message could be for a different locale.

1.1.7. “Partial Failure” Needs to be Clarified (Closed)

Champion: Jeff Bohren, OpenNetwork Technologies
Description: The core specification and the bindings specification both need normative text that clarifies the meaning of “partial failure” conditions. This is a condition where on or more requests in a batch request failed while the rest succeeded.

Resolution: Removed the “Partial Failure” return type. Partial failures (or partial completions) must now return a return type of “Failure”.

1.1.8. SPML should Support the Transport of XML Data (Open)

Champion: Gearard Woods, IBM
Description: There is no satisfactory mechanism to transport XML documents within an SPML request. The SPML should work with Web Services and other XML-based targets which will use XML documents to communicate parameters.

1.1.9. SPML should allow Searches across Arbitrarily Large Data Sets (Open)

Champion: Gearard Woods, IBM
Description: The current requirement for all search results to be communicated in a single response message places potentially huge burdens on both clients and servers.  The SPML must allow the client to iterate through result sets.  This is a critical scalability issue.
1.1.10. Use of Synchronous or Asynchronous Mode should be dictated by the Server (Open)

Champion: Gearard Woods, IBM
Description: The SPML allows the client to specify whether a request should be executed in synchronous or asynchronous mode.  This can result in unacceptable blocking times for clients and cause problems for synchronous operations that span very long periods of time due to target constraints or workflow/approval processes.  The server is in a position to determine the optimal execution mode for a given target and request and should therefore control the execution mode.

1.2. SPML XML Schema Issues

1.2.1. SPML Should Support the Open Content Model (Closed)

Champion: Jeff Bohren, OpenNetwork Technologies
Description: The SPML XSD Schema should support the Open Content Model. This will facilitate infrastructure services such as XML Encryption and XML Digital Signatures.
Resolution: The Open Content Model is not supported. The SPML XSD file contains the required definitions.
1.3. Terminology Issues
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