BTP Teleconference Notes for 13 March 2002

(17:00 to 18:00 UTC approx.)

Present:

	Bill Pope
	Individual
	Chair

	Tony Fletcher
	Choreology
	Notes

	Peter Furniss
	Choreology
	

	Bill Cox
	BEA
	

	Doug Bunting
	Sun
	

	Steve White
	SeeBeyond
	

	James Tauber
	Individual
	

	Pyounguk Cho
	Iona
	

	Shazi Temel
	BEA
	

	Ann Thomas Manes
	Systinet
	

	Mark Little
	HP
	

	Jim Webber
	HP
	

	Victor Corrales
	HP
	

	Geoff Brown
	Oracle
	

	Sanjay Dalal
	BEA
	

	Steve Viens
	Individual
	

	Mark Potts
	Talking Blocks
	


No apologies were noted.

No one was noted as being on ‘leave of absence’.

Thanks to HP and Jim Webber for hosting this call.

1)
We greeted each other.

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

3)
Call roll

There were 17 voting members on the call for the votes and no observers.  The quorum is currently 11 so the meeting was quorate.

4)
Accept previous meeting notes

These were accepted without comment.

Some comments were made on the notes of the F2F meeting held 8 March 02 (hosted by kind invitation of Oracle at their Redwood Shores, CA location).

a) Geoff Brown clarified that XML Pipeline (version 1) had been submitted by Oracle and SUN Microsystems to W3C as a Note (http://www.w3.org/TR/XML-Pipeline).  This proposal refers to Business Transactions at a high level.  It acknowledges enterprise hubs.  It concerns state management coordination and it provides a vocabulary for describing processing between XML processors.
Agreed to correct the F2F notes to show correct reference. 

b) Add distinction that was made between bindings for application messages and bindings for BTP messages (BTP actor to BTP actor).

c) To note that there are different levels of expertise that should be assumed for the BTP documents and individual parts thereof.  For instance, large organisations will want to understand BTP and its environment, and vendors will need the detail for implementers.

Accepted F2F meeting minutes as amended above.

5)
Set agenda

The agenda mailed out by Bill was accepted.

6)
Discussion and general meeting items

Actions

Action 1:  Geoff Brown said he had passed the BTP spec. to his developers.  He will be in contact with M Potts.

Action 2:  Geoff Brown said he would send requests today or tomorrow.

Proposal to defer new issues

Bill (Pope) formally put the motion, previously discussed, that new issues should be added to the issues list but shown as deferred to a subsequent version.  The TC could vote to resolve any such issue for version 1.

This was agreed unanimously.

Peter requested that anyone wishing to submit a new issue at this stage also supply the description.

Schedule

Please refer to F2F notes and agenda for this meeting (copied below as well) for agreed schedule leading to approval of the BTP specification.  This concludes with a F2F hosted by HP in Newcastle in week of 13 May 02 (precise dates to be determined – current suggestion is the Thursday and Friday 16 – 17 March).  To meet this schedule Peter requested that folk be prepared to react speedily on some of the review cycles.

It was agreed that anyone who put the spec. in front of a ‘customer’ must make them aware of the current status and collate any comments. Use the draft due 25 March, which will include the model section, for this purpose.  It was agreed we should only put the specification out for open public review after the TC has approved the specification in May.

It was noted that all the current specification drafts are available to the general public on the OASIS BTP Web site.  It was agreed we should add a ‘health warning’ on the Web site and archive older drafts.  Invert order so newest draft is at top.

Action 10:  Peter to add a ‘health warning’ on the Web site, archive older drafts and invert order so newest draft is at top.

OMG Business Process Domain

Steve (White) gave a brief report on the OMG business process group.  They are looking at BPMI, WfMC, WSFL and so on.  BPMI really contains two languages, one for business analyst and technicians.  OMG have just put out an RFP for a business-modelling notation.  Need to understand where BTP fits into their model.  BPMI focuses on processes internal to an organisation but also has some linking to the choreography between businesses.

Mark (Potts) and Sazi (Temel) have done some positioning of BTP with workflow and business process management.  There are also the slides that Bill (Cox)_ used at the OMG Web Services conference.

Action 11: Mark (Potts) to send slides to Steve (White).

Steve (White) is willing to help include some reference to this in the Primer.  It was noted that there are two appendices that need to be added to the Primer, one on BTP and business process chorography, and the other on BTP and security.

Action 12:  Mark (Potts) to set up conference call with Steve White, Sazi Temel, and Bill Cox to discuss text.

Model Comments

Peter appealed for comments and diagrams, etc. to be sent in to him immediately.  He has made editing changes based on editing suggestions from himself, Tony (Fletcher), Sanjay (Dalal) and Bill (Cox).  He will send out separately once more then integrate with remainder of the specification for 25 March.

Issues Votes

It was agreed, in principle, that the draft text for the model section satisfied a number of  outstanding issues as indicated in an e-mail sent out to the mailing list by Tony (Fletcher).  It was agreed that Bill (Pope) as chair should immediately initiate an e-mail vote on these.

Mark (Little) said he would like 100 and 103 kept open for the moment.

Issues 106 and 108 are new and therefore automatically deferred.  106 concerns adding a free text parameter to the fault message.  It was deemed to be a straightforward and beneficial change.  The TC voted unanimously to consider this issue for version 1.

108 concerns Participant identification.  Not everyone was familiar with the issue and therefore it was not voted.  Bill (Pope) agreed to send out an e-mail with justification as to why it should be considered for version 1.

Action 13:  Bill (Pope) to send out an e-mail with justification as to why issue 108 should be considered for version 1.

It was agreed to initiate an e-mail vote straight away on all outstanding issues for which there were already proposed solutions.

Action 14:  Bill (Pope) to send out an e-mail vote straight away on all outstanding issues for which there are already proposed solutions.
Schedule

  March 11

  - work on raw material  - primer - model section - integration of model section with spec

  March 25

  - produce review draft

  April 1

  * Publish review draft to TC  - start of comment period

  April 15

  - end of comment period  - start of comment assimilation and editing

  April 29

  * Re-Publish draft to TC  - TC internal review

  Week of May 13

  - F2F, vote on acceptance as committee draft

New Action Summary:

	No.
	Description
	Date raised
	Status

	10
	Peter to add a ‘health warning’ on the Web site, archive older drafts and invert order so newest draft is at top
	13March02
	New

	11
	Mark (Potts) to send slides to Steve (White).
	13March02
	New

	12
	Mark (Potts) to set up conference call with Steve White, Sazi Temel, and Bill Cox to discuss text.
	13March02
	New

	13
	Bill (Pope) to send out an e-mail with justification as to why issue 108 should be considered for version 1.
	13March02
	New

	14
	Bill (Pope) to send out an e-mail vote straight away on all outstanding issues for which there are already proposed solutions.
	13March02
	New


Action Summary:

	No.
	Description
	Date raised
	Status

	1
	Bill to publish notes from December 2001 F2F.
	Pre 13Feb02
	Ongoing

	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.
	13Feb02
	Complete

	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.
	13Feb02
	Ongoing

	4
	Peter to send out a draft of the BTP specification model section by the end of this week (15 Feb 02).
	13Feb02
	Complete

	5
	Bill (Pope) to call e-mail vote on issues 6, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 39, 41, 50, 60, 67, 71, 95.
	13Feb02
	Complete

	6
	Bill (Pope) to e-mail the committee with his proposal to make all new issues on existing BTP Specification sections automatically of status “Deferred to a subsequent version” unless the committee formally resolves to consider for version 1.0, and the procedure for raising issues on the new model section text.
	27Feb02
	Complete

	7
	Bill (Pope) to make sure exact venue details, start time and proposed agenda are mailed to the committee.
	27Feb02
	Complete

	8
	Bill (Pope) to decide on the actual dates and make sure exact venue details, start time, finish time and proposed agenda for Newcastle F2F are mailed to the committee.
	27Feb02
	Ongoing

	9
	Everyone to read the model section draft, and to comment that it meets their concerns for this section or with suggestions for improvement
	27Feb02
	Ongoing
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