CGM Open F2F Day 2 notes:

Participants:

Dave Cruikshank

Lofton Henderson

Forrest Carpenter

Don Larson

Ulrich Laesche

Stuart Galt

Larry Baum – guest

Molly Boose – guest

Franck Duluc (via telecon)

Andrew Moorhouse (via telecon)

Benoit Bezaire (via telecon)

Andy Dewild – guest (via telecon)

Topic:  Program Director Report
Discussion:

The Member Section is now running under a new Rules of Operation based on the OASIS Member Section Policy.  We are now ready to hold new elections for officers.  We will be staggering elections for the two positions with one occurring every year.  Dieter’s position will be elected first.  Next year Dave’s position will be available.  During the last quarter our income has exceeded our expenditures, although we have lost one sponsor member and two contributor members since the first of the year.  Last year we added several new members, so we are currently running just about even.  We have reserve funds equaling about one quarter’s worth of the present revenue.
Topic:  Marketing and outreach

Discussion:

We need to increase visibility of WebCGM 2.0 across the user community and get people interested in implementing it.  Don will resume discussions with Carol Geyer to work on updating our website so that the information is more current and relevant.  We should include examples and a method for developers to actually see how WebCGM function.
Topic:  WebCGM 2.0 errata

Discussion:

Item 1
In the DTD snippet at the beginning of section 4.3.5,
http://www.w3.org/TR/webcgm20/WebCGM20-XCF.html#grobject
the attribute declaration for the visibility attribute is missing the 
"inherit" value. I don't see this mistake repeated anywhere else. The 
visibility attribute declarations for the other elements (layer, para, etc.) 
are all correct as well as the complete XCF DTD in section 4.4. I also 
checked the actual DTD on the OASIS web site, and it doesn't have this error 
either.

Resolution:  The TC agrees this is an erratum.

Item 2

http://www.w3.org/Graphics/WebCGM/WG/2007/errata-10/WebCGM10-errata-20070621.html#E04
Check if this is 2.0 erratum.  'name' occurrence in 'para' and 'subpara'

Resolution:  The TC agrees this is not an erratum.

Item 3

http://www.w3.org/Graphics/WebCGM/WG/2007/errata-10/WebCGM10-errata-20070621.html#E07
ambiguous applicability of "128" limit in CLOSED FIGURE (PPF)

Resolution:  The TC agrees this is an erratum.

Item 4

(See item #4, http://lists.w3.org/Archives/Public/public-webcgm-wg/2007Aug/0001.html . It actually looks like an error in the CGM:1999 PPF, but (if we decide not to ignore it), we could put a note in the 2.0 PPF, via an erratum, that indicates the CGM:1999 PPF for the MP column is suspected to be in error.)

Resolution:  The TC thinks there is an error in the CGM:1999.  We can either ignore it or put in an informative note.  The TC resolved to not treat it as an erratum.

Item 5

Email reference: http://lists.w3.org/Archives/Public/public-webcgm-wg/2007Aug/0007.html
Referring to the last two paragraphs, previous disputes about correct test suite results led to the conclusion that the wording of CGM:1999 D.4.5.12 was imprecise, and did not specify that the radius was to be drawn along the start-end ray, which is the agreed intent.  This became normative in WebCGM 2.0 (and 1.0 as well). There should be a defect correction to CGM:1999, but pending that, the profile(s) should point out the ambiguity and assert the correct behavior.

Resolution:  The TC agrees clarification is needed and will treat it as an erratum.
Item 6

This item was discovered during the meetings.

In Ch.4 XCF definition, all element names in 4.3, and their associated attributes, are lower case.  This includes 'apsid' attribute that occurs on many of the 4.3 elements.

In Ch.5, example 5.1b has camel-case 'apsId'.  This would be incorrect XCF according to Ch.4.  It would not be hard to fix that error, since it is an example.

However, in 5.7.5 it appears as 'apsId' in a parameter name for a method, which is more or less harmless.  But in 5.7.6 the attribute of the object is defined as 'apsId' (READONLY).  After much discussion and hashing around, we think that this is bad practice, but in the specific circumstances of this attribute, the XCF and the DOM, it is not likely to cause any implementation problems.

The minimal fix is to fix 5.1b.  Does anyone think that we should also change the other occurrences of 'apsId' in Ch.5 -- 5.7.5, 5.7.6 and the example of 5.7.10 -- need to be changed?
Resolution:  Under discussion
Topic:  Animation

Discussion:

Session 1:  General discussion among TC
Session 2:  Discussion with Andre Dewild

Session 3:  Discussion with Larry Baum and Molly Boose
