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Glynn,

Yes, be careful with schemas as they have a special resolution behavior
unless listed specifically in the disassembler's properties. Also watch

out for version numbers. Standard .NET versioning recognizes assemblies as
being different only if the major or minor version is changed (ie: the

first two numbers). Try 1.2.0.0 rather than 1.0.0.2.

Keep using the same receive ports and locations (yes, receive URIs must be
unique) and then bind another subscriber to these, i.e. the new
orchestration version. Then enlist and start the new orchestration version
and unenlist the old orchestration. This will prevent future publications

from going to the old version and direct them to the new one. Running
orchestration instances on the older version should complete on their own.

Doing the "Then enlist and start the new orchestration version and unenlist
the old orchestration" step should ideally be done transactionally to
prevent duplicate messages. | know there is a way to do this in BTS 2006
via the object model, committing in one swoop, but don't recall if this was
do-able the same way on 2004.

I'm trying to dig up additional documentation on side by side versioning
which | remember from 2004. | will repost when | find it.

Adding your followup below as well:

I've got some way towards solving this problem, but would still appreciate
some advice:

I moved my SQL schemas into their own assembly, and created a custom
pipeline for the SQL adapter. The custom pipeline XML Disassembler
references

only a specific version number of the schema. So 1.0.0.1 only receives that
same version of the schema. That has overcome my initial problem, but in
the

side—-by-side scenario, 1.0.0.2 will also need a pipeline that uses only
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1.0.0.2 versions of the schema. As my ports are late—bound, | specify the
pipeline for the receive location. But it looks like | need two sets of
receive locations, one for each version of the assembly. Trouble is, my
messages are physically available to receive from one location (whether
they

be file or SQL "locations") and two receive locations can't point to the
same

place. I'm getting in a twist here, so I'd be really grateful if someone
could spell out the best way to configure receive locations for
side-by-side

deployments.

Thanks again!

Glynn

HTH,
Doug Girard [MSFT]

Note: This posting is provided "AS IS" with no warranties, and confers no
rights.
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>Hi,

>

>| have a long-running orchestration, and need to deploy an update to it
>without terminating the existing instances (it's an order—to—invoice, with
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>active instances at all stages of the workflow). | decided the best way

was

>to:

>

>1. Update the version number of the orchestration, let's say from V1.0.0.1
>to V1.0.0.2

>2. Deploy 1.0.0.2

>3. Stop the first activate-receive port of 1.0.0.1 (late—bound)

>4. Bind the ports of 1.0.0.2 to the same ones bound to 1.0.0.1

>5. Enlist and start 1.0.0.2 (same host instance as 1.0.0.1)

>6. Un—enlist (but not stop) 1.0.0.1

>7. Start the receive port.

>

>So, everything happens perfectly to begin with. 1.0.0.1 continues to
process

>existing instances, doesn't begin new instances. New instances are instead
>handled by 1.0.0.2. But then, when 1.0.0.2 reaches the "shipment" stage of
>the workflow, it retrieves some data via the SQL adapter. | get this error:

>Received unexpected message type
'KCOrchestrationsSSK.schSQLProteanShipment,
>KCOrchestrationsSSK, Version=1.0.0.0, Culture=neutral,
>PublicKkeyToken=b79a0d6956359be3' does not match expected type
>'KCOrchestrationsSSK.schSQLProteanShipment, KCOrchestrationsSSK,
>Version=1.0.0.1, Culture=neutral, PublicKkeyToken=b79a0d6956359be3'.

>So for some reason 1.0.0.2 receives a message with a (strong name schema)
>type matching assembly version 1.0.0.1. The thing is, it only happens with
>one SQL receive location. The SQL receives in the "Order" stage work fine.
>Just one port, and | don't know why!

>

>| can "fix" the problem by stopping and starting the host instance, but

then

>the reverse happens. My Shipment SQL receive fails for 1.0.0.1 instances
>which receive the message schema type 1.0.0.2. Basically the schema strong
>name is always for the wrong assembly version. The SQL schema is in the
same

>assembly as the orchestrations.

>

>Can anyone tell me how to get around this, and also, how it can happen to
>only one port of many? Generally though, I'm trying to find a

straightforward

>way of upgrading long—running orchestrations without terminating instances.
>

>Any pointers would be greatly appreciated.

>

>Many thanks,

>

>Glynn
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