2004-05-20 WSDM TC Conference Call Minutes

Agenda

· Roll Call

· F2F update

· Discovery

· Action Item Review

· Requirement polishing and agreement

· Other discusssions a'la WIlliam

· Notifications

Action Items

Assigned To
Date Due
Action Item
AI ID

Winston
05/27/04
Clarify with Karl Best about the best process to follow for presentation on WMX.









 

















Motions

· The previous minutes were approved unanimously.

Summary

· D 

Meeting Notes

· Roll Call.  Heather took the roll.  Have a quorum.

· Approve Minutes from last week.  

· F2F update.

· Everything is a go.  Should have made reservations by now.  

· Joint meetings on the 9th and the 10th.  

· Should review the GGF membership and IP rules – they will be in place during the meeting on the 9th.  The meetings on the 10th will be governed by OASIS rules.

· No meetings on the 11th.  

· Discussion about reservations for GGF.  If you registered for the whole thing online, got email confirmation.  If you registered just two days, you had to fax it in. Many who did this have not received confirmation yet.  Some who did have received email confirmations.  

· Winston.  Do we want to have a presentation on WMX at the F2F or on a call? Start as an FYI, then decide if it is appropriate for future work.  

· Discussion about IP issues involved.

· A briefing by them would help us decide how related the work is.  

· Just a white paper and a briefing, no actual specification to view yet.  

· If they have it cleared by their people, and don't come in with any concerns, it shouldn't be an issue.  

· Do we want them to brief at GGF under non-OASIS rules?

· Many want to find out what is going on, though.  

· Winston noted that it may be submitted to the DMTF.  

· AI on Winston to clarify with Karl Best.  Probably need to have the presenter sign up as an observer of WSDM.  

· Discovery.  Led by William.

· Sent written message for requirements 1 EPR to WSDL, and 2 WSDL to EPR.

· 1 – OK.

· EPR->WSDL

· 1) Any EPR used to reference a WS-Resource must provide sufficient information for the consumer to  retrieve the WSDL description of the WS-Resource.

· 2) The EPR must contain enough information to disambiguate which port and/or service to use.

· 3) The WSDL component model of the WS-Resource must be complete (must include, inline or import the  schema of all referenced elements)

· 2.    

· WSDL->EPR

· From the WSDL of a WS-Resource, there must be a way to retrieve the EPR of the WS-Resource. Some  possible ways to do so:

· 1) Enough information to recreate the EPR is embedded in the WSDL.  (Fix the wording, means that if there is a singleton pattern, it should be simple.  )  William – There must be a way for a consumer of the WSDL for a WS-Resource to find out whether Reference Properties are specified in an EPR needed to invoke the WS-Resource.  Igor – Given the WSDL, you will be able to form the EPR to talk to that WS-Resource in a singleton pattern.  Fred – Use Case – I have the WSDL for the Manageability Provider, in the case of a singleton pattern.  Or have a defined extension to the WSDL.  William – If the WS-Resource does not require Reference Properties, ... Igor – From the WSDL, the Consumer must be able to differentiate between talking to a Web Service and a WS-Resource.  

· 2) There is enough information in the WSDL to invoke an operation to retrieve the EPRs of the  WS-Resources that share this WSDL description.

· 3) There is a well-know service such as a registry that can provide the EPRs of the WS-Resources that  share a given WSDL

· Discussion.  

· Tom says that a Factory Pattern returns an EPR.  

· Tom not sure that WSDM should be normative on this issue.  

· Igor pointed out that we want a standard way to get the EPR(s) of the managed resources from the WSDL of the Manageability Provider.  

· Fred clarified that given a Manageability Provider, what resources does it provide Manageability for?  

· John asked if discovering EPRs is what Tom is recommending instead. Tom said you want to discover EPRs outside of a Manageability Provider.  

· Issue on WS-RF to look at these two items.  Thinks it is unlikely that WS-RF will provide a normative method for going from A to B.  

· William.  1) might want a way to say that there are no reference properties, so WSDL won't help you.  

· Reference properties could be constructed with default values, which could happen in WSDL, though WS-RF will probably not do it.

· William.  The singleton pattern (one managed resource) should be simple, not requiring any more work than looking at the WSDL.  

· Tom brought up the issue of being normative in WSDM, as opposed to being in the lower level implementation details.  Thinks a pattern would be better than something normative.  

· Noted that WS-RF does not have a normative definition of a WS-Resource.  

· Tom – if we have a “give me the list of EPRs operation”, is it useful if you don't also include a way to filter the results?  How far should we go?  

· Fred – WSDL is for the Manageability Provider, not the Resource.

· William – No.  The WSDL is for the Resource, and is the Service part of the WS-RF term WS-Resource.  WS-Resource is composed of a Service and a Resource.  

· Igor – all the resources use the same WSDL, just headers (EPRs) are different.  

· Igor – one WSDL for manageability endpoint.  A Manageability Provider may have more than one manageability endpoint.  One manageability endpoint may provide manageability for more than one Resource. 

· Heather – these may not be required, though.  Also mentioned the case of the “lazy instantiation” - the resource is known about, but not instantiated yet – does the Manageability Provider know about it?  Should it answer about it?  

· AI on Igor to clarify and drive the email discussion.  

· AI on William to rewrite Discovery Requirements, including the Use Cases, for WS-RF.  

· AI on Fred to write up his scenarios / use cases.  

· AI on Warren to add thoughts to Discovery.  

· AI on all to contribute as needed.  

· Homayoun noted that WSMF had several use cases for discovery of manageability.  AI on William and Homayoun.

· Sameer noted that they have a working implementation based on WSMF for Web Services Discovery.  Can look on how we solved this to get a pattern / solution.  AI on Sameer to write up description.  A Discovery portType.  Different objects implement it.  WSSEE (Service Execution Environment).  

· Zhili from Tibco volunteered to help as well.  

· Fred noted that we agreed to use WS-Resource Properties.  Haven't decided about other parts of WS-RF or WS-Notification.   

· WS-RF time table.  Tight time scale – put out refresh of submitted documents in the next couple of weeks – WSDM URLs, etc.  Then next will be Resource Properties to settle the semantics down.  

· Dave Snelling – on bicycle with cell phone.  Heather asked what the turn around time for requirements submitted to WS-RF.  Dave noted that he would expect it to be a quick turn around, at least as to whether it is addressed.  Singleton pattern may take longer to resolve.  Boot strapping probably more important.  Creating EPRs from WSDL probably rejected.  Full grown Discovery will come with Service Groups (number 3 or 4).  Resource Properties, then Lifetime, then  Faults, then Service Groups.  

· Discovery issues are very fundamental.

· Should we start up a Notifications discussion in parallel?  In a different call, or blocking out some time?

· Heather – next week we will limit Discovery until 1:00.  Start Notification at 1 Eastern time.  Roger and Andrea had some other possibilities to consider.  AI on Roger and Andrea to email some information about their notification possibilities.   

END OF MEETING.

