OASIS Business Transaction Protocol Technical Committee

Notes of Teleconference meeting held 11 November 2003 at 17:00 to 18:00 UTC (approx)

Voting Members Present

  Bill Pope (Chair)

  Keith Evans

  William Cox

  Bob Haugen

  Tony Fletcher

  Martin Chapman

  Peter Furniss

  Alex Ceponkus

  Doug Bunting

  Sazi Temel

On Leave of Absence

  Sanjay Dalal: requested leave-of-absence 11/07/2003

Regrets

  Alastair Green

  Mark Little

Quorum

10 of the current 13 members were present with one member on leave of absence so the meeting was quorate.

Notes for this meeting

Bill and Tony had agreed to share for this meeting.

Agenda

1. Charter, current state and delta between versions

- original

- As changed at Liberty Corner

- As amended at Newcastle and included in the specification

2.  Maintenance and Issues discovered in implementation

Further understand the use of BTP for other than web services e.g., Java RMI and JMS.  This is based on feedback from Choreology customers. 

3.  What role can the BT TC play for convergence of business transaction management?  Possibly including WS-C+T, WS-CAF, WS-BPEL, BPSS

4.  Need to fix the website.

Be able to find everything that the committee had done.  See all the documents related to the work thru the website.  Make sure that the work of the committee is adequately reflected on the website.

5.  Doug's question: should the TC continue.

6.  FAQ contents

Charter

Bill outlined the current situation on the charter.  The public access version on the OASIS web site shows the original one.  A more up to date version from the May 2002 F2F meeting is available in the members’ area and reflected in the BTP specification.  Keith asked if it was worth debating and possibly attempting to refine the Charter before we had decided on the future of the TC.  It was agreed to suspend discussion on the charter and move to consideration of the future work and possible role of the TC.

Continuation of the TC - Discussion

Martin: couple of questions

-  Should we resolve the list of issues against the Committee Spec - yes, assume that we fix those and re-issue the specification, take it to what ever the TC agrees.  But what could the TC do after that?

Bob Haugen: this forum could be the place to start the convergence discussion.

Martin: not the place for this discussion, BTP is one of the candidates, WS-CAF, and WS-C+T are others.

Bob: this is not the perfect forum but is a possible forum.  There is genuine commitment in the group to unification of the current BTM specifications. 

Keith: given that the other participants are not coming to the table what can ANY of these forums do?

Peter:  There is a fundamental difference in the architectural assumptions.  CAF is designed to cope with a variety of protocols whereas the alternative is to converge a single protocol for a single major purpose.

Bill Cox: this is the place where people want to talk about the evolution. 

Martin: we are missing Mark Little's input

  - it is not clear that this group is willing to give up BTP

  Peter F: choices; either work towards convergence or not, let all the different efforts go their own way.

  Doug:

  - comments that this group is willing to talk about convergence

    presupposes that there is no other forum where the members are willing to discuss this.  

  - the CAF group’s charter states that they are willing to accept all inputs. 

  - Let's have this discussion in the CAF TC

  Bill Cox: disagrees with Doug

  - difference of philosophy, a group that allows many flowers to bloom under its umbrella will not by definition drive convergence.

  - BT TC has the interest in driving convergence

  - the parties to the "other" specs out there are more likely to be willing to participate in BT TC than WS-CAF

  Doug: the WS-CAF TC is open to any and all submissions

  Bill Cox: the submission process is tainted by the original position of the WS-CAF members

  Keith: 

  - what is the deliverable for a convergence TC?

  - what chance is there that the major, non-participating, players will pay any attention to this work.

  Bill Cox:

  - BEAs goal is to drive convergence, get all major vendors committed to a single specification in the transaction space

  - so the answer to Keith’s question is either a converged specification or a new TC that can produce such.

  Martin:

  - WS-CAF folk invited Microsoft, IBM, and BEA to participate and were refused, either explicitly or implicitly.

  Bill Cox:

  - The best chance for convergence is to take the WS-Coordination and the WS-AtomicTransaction as THE inputs to a convergence TC.

  - The approach taken by WS-CAF, many specifications under one umbrella, was not likely to succeed.

  Bob Haugen: there are many parties that want/need a solution in this space but they are all waiting for one specification on how to do this.  I see this as a logical progression from RossettaNet and ebXML for companies that want to participate in Business Transactions.

  Martin:

  - what would be the deliverable for a convergence TC?

  - postulating, a single combined BTM specification

  - not likely in the WS-CAF TC

  - not likely in the BT TC 

  - so what is the future of this TC

  Bill Cox:

  - agreed, not likely that this TC will be the final venue for convergence

  - but it could be the TC where the "other" specifications are brought into OASIS.

  - a new TC is the better way to achieve convergence

  Keith:

  - what is the deliverable for a convergence TC?

  - what is the charter for a convergence TC?

  Doug:

  - OASIS has the discussion list venue for opening some of these wider issues.

  Bill Cox:

  - BT TC needs to address the open issues with the specification

  - after that a new BTM convergence TC

  Keith:

  - the success of a convergence TC depends on bringing the major vendors to the table

  Bill Cox:

  - Is there any work for the BT TC beyond fixing the problems with the current BTP specification.

  Bob Haugen:

  - If there is no convergence TC then this TC could be the place to develop an abstract converged BTM protocol.

  Martin:

  - disagree, WS-CAF is as good a place

Continuation of the TC - Conclusions

People seemed to concur with the statement that we would be happy to close this TC in favour of a new one focused on transaction protocol convergence.

Doug said that the WS-CAF TC had been set up with the aim /hope of convergence and this was noted.  We should let WS-CAF continue on its path.

Tony suggested that there was consensus that this BT TC should continue at least to resolve the outstanding issues and to produce a BTP specification ‘1.x’ which include the issue resolutions and errata.

This proposal was agreed with no objections.

People were encouraged to use public and private endeavours as they felt appropriate to move things forward in a constructive manner – the passage of a little time might help.

It was agreed that we should meet again in 2 weeks time at the same time.  That is on Tuesday 25 November at 17:00 UTC (12:00 EST?, 9:00 PST?).  It was felt this meeting should concentrate on the outstanding BTP issues and errata.  It might be that the way forward has become clearer or folk may wish to propose charter changes.
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