CCF Input:

We have had a project, FBS, that was  conceived and blessed by the Run II steering committee for production processing for run II. At the time the project was authorized, FBS was conceived as a thin layer around LSF. The resultant system was not as usable and operable as hoped for, after analysis, LSF was removed as a component, and FBS is a substantially in-house written batch system.

It has been many years since the Run II committee endorsed a smaller project. The experimental program has gained alot of utility from FBS run farms.

Not all HENP sites and not all substantial computing systems at Fermilab have required an in-house software solution for batch processing. LSF is used by D0 and LQCD, many HEP sites use LSF.

On the other hand, we have heard from at least one knowledgeable person that FBSNG is unique and strategically good solution for the the kind of application we have at the lab.

We have tried to test that using the observation by noticing that, if true, it should be possible to find another site willing to co-develop FBS with us.  I do not believe such a site has been found to date. This notion is over a year old.

CCF desires that the strategic necessity for FBSNG be re-evaluated and compared to:

commercial systems, 

passive use of freely avaliable software

use of freely available software, with an attempt to actively co-develop.

(Imagine an alternate universe where the very talented software developers had decided to fix open PBS -- FNAL contributions would be re-used by many thousands of sites, and perhaps a very rich set of connections would have been

made).

