BTP Teleconference Notes for 13 February 2002

(17:00 to 17:45 UTC approx.)

Present:

	Bill Pope
	Individual
	Chair

	Tony Fletcher
	Choreology
	Notes

	Peter Furniss
	Choreology
	

	Anne Thomas Manes
	Systinet
	

	Doug Bunting
	Sun
	

	Mark Potts
	Individual (Talking Blocks)
	

	Steve White
	SeeBeyond
	

	Victor Corrales
	HP
	

	Jim Webber
	HP
	

	Mark Little
	HP
	

	Mike Abbott
	CodeMetamorphosis
	

	Pyounguk Cho
	Iona
	


Geoff Brown (Oracle) joined late, missing the votes but being appraised of them he assented to them all as well (see below).

Steve Viens and James Tauber were noted as being on ‘sabbatical’.

1)
We greeted and did plenty of rustling – settling in was optional.

2)
Tony agreed to take the notes for this meeting.

3)
Call roll

There were 12 voting members on the call for the votes and no observers.  The quorum is currently 11 so the meeting was quorate.

4)
Accept previous minutes

Peter apologised that due to other matters intervening he had not been able to produce the notes of the previous meeting – postponed to next meeting.

5)
Set agenda

The agenda mailed out by Bill was accepted.

6)
Discussion, Votes, General meeting items

Next Face 2 Face

Oracle have offered to host in Bay Area and this offer has been gratefully accepted (contingent on agreeing dates).  The main aim is to review and complete the BTP specification – to get it ready to go out for TC approval.  A secondary aim is to progress the primer.  Suggested format was first afternoon tutorial discussion on the specification, following morning (day?) tackling remaining issues, writing, agreeing, etc.

The debate centred on dates.  Those coming from the UK would like to double up with another meeting, particularly the OMG Web Services Workshop 4-7 March, San Jose (Choreology, HP and BEA people are scheduled to present on BTP on 6 March).  There is also JavaOne in San Francisco 25 – 29 March (Mark Potts and Mark Little are co-presenting on BTP).

Anne requested that the BTP meeting did not clash with the proposed W3C Web Services Activity kick off meeting also planned for the Bay Area around that time.  She understood that they were currently polling people on 3 sets of dates (4-5, 7-8, & 11-12 March?), as she would like to attend that as well as the BTP meeting.  (Editorial Note: After meeting determined that W3C WSAWG F2F will be April 8-10 in San Jose.)
Proposed dates for the BTP F2F include 4-5, 7-8, & 11-12 March.

Action 2:  Bill to send out W3C Web Services Activity and proposed BTP F2F meeting dates by e-mail.  Everyone to indicate their first and second choices by return.

Check Bindings

Mark (Potts) reminded people that we had agreed at the Dec 01 F2F to send the part of the BTP spec that concerns bindings to another group, such as the OASIS ebXML messaging group and ask them to check its ‘sanity’.

Action 3:  Bill / Mark to forward the Bindings part of the BTP specification to the OASIS ebXML messaging group with a request to them to provide comments on the approaches used.

Geoff asked that bindings be considered on the second day of the next F2F meeting.

Primer

Mark (Potts) asked what progress was being made on the primer.  It was re-iterated that the primer was not a holding factor on agreeing the specification, but we had agreed to use ‘best endeavours’ to progress it (he agreed he was as culpable as anyone for lack of progress).  Bill said that he had circulated a proposed skeleton.  Peter has produced text for a model section for the specification.  This was discussed with Bill (Pope), Bill (Cox) and Sanjay at an informal meeting this week.  Bill (Pope) hoped to discuss further the split between model section and primer with Peter in the UK over the next 2 weeks.  Mark agreed to contact Bill (Pope) to agree date when they could meet so that Mark could make a contribution too.

Action 4:  Peter to send out a draft of the BTP specification model section by the end of this week.

Issues

Proposed solutions to Issues 10, 11, 30, 78, 81, 94, 104 had been circulated for vote at this meeting.  Bill called for discussion on each in turn.  There was none.  He then called the vote.  All were agreed unanimously.

Following this positive vote, Peter (as editor) said he would ‘accept’ the changes in version 0.9.1.3 and issue as a ‘clean’ version 9.2.

Peter flagged the need to consider Issue 96 on reply addresses and related issues.

Geoff asked how many issues were now left to be resolved.  Following this meeting it is N‑7!

Peter thought that the new model section would answer about 30, and then people would have to consider whether the answers were acceptable.  Peter will make a rough count as to how many are still outstanding.

Bill noted that Tony (as requested by Peter) had been sending out proposed solutions to a number of ‘stand alone’ issues.  As e-mail debate on these seems to have reached agreement, Bill said he would call a formal e-mail vote on them.

Action 5:  Bill (Pope) to call e-mail vote on issues 6, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 39, 41, 49, 50, 60, 67, 71, 74, 95.

7) Outstanding Action Items

Action 1:  Bill to publish notes from December 2001 F2F.

Action Summary:

	Action 1
	Bill to publish notes from December 2001 F2F.

	Action 2
	Bill to send out W3C Web Services Activity and proposed BTP F2F meeting dates by e-mail.  Everyone to indicate their first and second choices by return.

	Action 3
	Bill / Mark to forward the Bindings part of the BTP specification to the OASIS ebXML messaging group with a request to them to provide comments on the approaches used.

	Action 4
	Peter to send out a draft of the BTP specification model section by the end of this week (15 Feb 02).

	Action 5
	Bill (Pope) to call e-mail vote on issues 6, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 39, 41, 50, 60, 67, 71, 95.
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