Architecture Council Raw Minutes

13-Dec-2005

Attending:


Doug Schaefer (invited)


Richard Gronback


Brian Carrol (for Boris Kapitanski)


Kevin Haaland


Wenfeng Li


Michael Scharf


David Williams


John Duimovich


Tim Wagener


John Graham


? Mika Hoikkala?


Kai Nyman


Harm Sluiman


Don Ebright


Ward Cunningham


Bjorn Freeman-Benson

Missing:


Stefan Daume


Mike Milinkovich


Anurag Gupta


John Wiegand


Alan Young

Monthly conference calls:


2nd Thursday of each month


noon EST

AI: [All] add to your calendar

UI Testing Discussion

Harm: PDE tool for recording streams of macros used by TPTP

Developers do the test development

Harm demos the tool

Can get it from TPTP / Current Downloads / Tech Preview / GUI Record-Playback tool

Perhaps a best practices / how to document should be written? Michael said that if WindRiver learns anything, they will contribute demos/articles back.

Are you finding bugs in the code or the tests? (both, a good amount in the code)

What percentage of tests need to be fixed when the code changes? (don’t know; mostly the tests stay the same) (haven’t heard the “I’m spending too much of my time editing the test cases”)

Platform has most of its tests as JUnit. Platform has found that automated UI testing is not worth the effort. Michael points out that the Platform has a huge user base to test and not all companies have that option. Harm points out that Erich et al believe in testing the model over testing the UI.

If your actions (at the end of the clicks) are not API, then the scripts will be fragile from release-to-release.

TPTP uses the record-playback testing to deal with the 40+ different configurations they test against. The same script runs against each of the machines.

The Website

Fonts are too small, especially on the right side navs

Links are not significant enough, hard to see

IE, Windows, membership page, current members list, hover => jumps to the right

AI: [All] Enter bugs about this

Wiki for User Interface Guidelines

Haven’t seeded wiki yet = nobody else has written anything new.

Rich will find someone to do the straight old doc conversion to wiki.

Be careful what we put in the guidelines because having it in the guidelines gives it a certain weight and we want to make sure that we don’t overly specify – “just enough”.

We should fix the obvious bugs first.

Open the wiki for discussion for N months. Then have one appointed person to go through and mark these as “the guidelines”. Meet at EclipseCon to discuss the guidelines and progress and how to freeze.

AI: [Rich] convert 2.1 doc to wiki

AI: [interested parties] contribute to wiki 

API Architecture Guidelines

Are there API guidelines? Where are these going to be created? 

Kevin says “let’s start with the UI guidelines and see if this works before we decide what to do about APIs”.

Maybe an API/Architecture FAQ? Michael will take Jeem’s (four) documents and convert them to a wiki. We’ll monitor the progress at our EclipseCon meeting.

AI: [Michael] convert Jeem docs to wiki

AI: [interested parties] contribute to wiki

When are we going to be forced to use J5?

Not an easy decision given the number of places that Eclipse, RCP, eRCP, etc are used.

Can build your own plug-ins on J5 any time. The latest Platform plan update includes the J-level on a per plug-in basis. 3.2 will probably stay on 1.4 – monitor the Platform plan update in January for more details. 3.3 will have more plug-ins that require J5 than the 3.2; how many is still up for debate. It is reasonable to assume that not all of them will require J5 even in 3.3. CDT 1.4 for Callisto. DTP probably both. WTP is discussing. TPTP 1.4. BIRT both (e.g., if you use 1.4 you can’t debug). GMF 1.4 (waiting for EMF).

TBD: how the behavior of my project change depending on the underlying VM?

Activities and Activity Categories

ISV documentation is in the SDK (but not yet in the minutes); search for “Activities” and you shall be enlightened. There was an introductory presentation of EC2005 session 7.1. Kevin’s advice is that “hide Java while doing C development” is the right level of granularity. Need to understand the roles and workflow in advance of creating activities. Richard: “WTP is an example of an anti-pattern for activities because it doesn’t turn off J2EE tools when Java Dev is turned off in the Platform”.

Michael and Bjorn see an issue of figuring out where something came from.

ICU4J

In the builds now Friday. M4. Not being exploited at all (yet). SDK build is 100Mb so an extra 3Mb is ok. RCP is 3Mb so doubling it is hard to accept. Working on splitting it up or falling back to JRE code. Locale data is the big part. All the Platform is doing is: MessageFormat, DateFormat, Calendar, Collator, but not the rest of the super-magic that ICU4J has. Harm: “this is an opportunity to expose a Best Practice”. Code will stay at SourceForge. Downstream projects say “we won’t have time to react”; also a possibility for problems because the included third-party libraries use the wrong Date or something.

AI: [David] will look at whether there needs to be a veto before 3.2M5

Shared Test Labs?

How do the projects do this? Builds and tests. Platform only puts something on the list if it either has the resources or if someone contributes the test effort. … Conclusion is “interesting idea” but nobody is leaping up to make it happen. … Perhaps there is an interop issue (Callisto) but we’re not hearing sufficient pain from existing projects to want to set something up.

New Eclipse File System and Virtual Resources

(somehow this discussion never went anywhere)

Discussion

Threading and Deadlock and Jobs

Architecture Council Recommendation on solving an apparent loophole

Rule 1: if there is such a thing (a third party library) it’s in own plug-in

Rule 2: there is a Common project that contains all these plug-ins

Rule 3: Legal review and Board approval for the library and its version

Rule 4: the version issues must be accommodated

AI: [John] talk to Dave – if it has been reviewed once, why does it have to be reviewed again?
AI: [Bjorn] talk to Mike – Common project ok? Or solve this apparent loophole issue.
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